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Cathlamet, Wash , Oct. 17, 1899.—As the years pass by the 
LAWYER grows in attractiveness and merit and is both a welcome 
ani an instractive visitor. J. Bruce POLWARTH. 

Hastings, Neb., Oct. 10, 1899.—Enclosed please find subscription 
order and remittance of $1.00 to cover subscription for the coming 
year. I believe I was among the first to subseribe to the AMERICAN 
LAWYER, a.d my appreciation of its value is only measured by the 
progressive improvement made in the magazine. Wishing you 
every success. M. A. HaRTIGAN, 

Darlington, Wis., Oct. 20, 1899.—The AMERICAN LAWYER is 
the best law publication for the price that we have any knowledge 
of. ORTON & OSBORN, 

Mount Kisco, N. Y., Nov. 28, 1899.—I am taking several other 
law periodicals for a dollar a year, but the AMERICAN LAWYER is 
by far the most desirable. R. CLARENCE Hyatt. 
Brownsville, Tenn., Sept. 25, 1899.—I like your publication very 
much. It contains mach valuableinfermation. J.W. E.Moorr. 

Halifax, N. 8., Can., Sept. 16, 1899.—It is quite nnnecessary for 
me to state how much I appreciate the AMERICAN LAWYER. A 
single number frequently is worth more than the amount of the 
annual subscription. Jos. A. CHISHOLM. 

St. Johnsbury, Vt., Oct. 16, 1899.—I have always read the 
AMERICAN LAWYER with much interest and have considered it of 
great value to the profession. It seems strange that so good a 
magazine can be sold for so low a price. R. W. Simonps. 

Hamiota, Man., Can., June 5, 1899.—The LAWYER continues to 
improve and is as unique as it is valuable. M. B. Jackson, 

Perry, Okla, July 1, 1899.—I like the American LAWYER very 
much and would not be without it forany money. RiINaLpo Brown. 

Wagoner, Ind. Ter., July 14, 1899.—I consider the AMERICAN 
LAWYER one of the best law journals published and cannot afford 
to be without it. WW. N. T. Hunt. 

Kansas City, Mo., Oct. 8, 1899.—I beg to congratulate you upon 
the exceedingly accurate report of the proceedings at Asbury Park, 
and upon the expedition which has marked your publication 
of them. —aams -DWIN A. KRAUTHOFF. 

Hempstead, Texas, Aug. 9, 1899.—The August number of your 
most excellent journal, the AMERICAN LiwWYER came to hand 
to day. ‘Lhe report of the proceedings of the convention of the 
Commercial Law League of America is especially interesting. 
I get more real value for the $1.00 I pay for your journal than for 
any $1.00 I spend. A. C. TOMPKINS. 

Wake Forest, N. C.—I cannot do without the American Law- 
Yer for many times its cost. It is one of the mort valuable papers 
I get. N. Y. GuLiy. 

Cumberland, Wis.—Judging from the looks of the journal, a 








copy of which I received to day, it is well worth the money. 
W. N. FULLER, 
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An indictment for libel in a published article saying, 
“It is the intention of the Democratic bosses to renew the 
monkey business again at the polls,’ was held bad in a 
recent case because there was “no averment of extrinsic 
facts by reference to which the meaning of the term 
‘monkey business’ can be ascertained.” 





























A case that has been pending in Bavaria for 300 years 
has just been decided in the highest court at Munich. 
The question under litigation was the title to a forest 
claimed by Baron von Thuemgen from the Village of 
Burgs Inn. The village won, and the Baron, in addition 
to losing the forest, must pay enormous costs. 





. 

The Rev. T. De Witt Talmage is the authority for the 
statement that in one year there were 600 divorces in 
Massachusetts ; 478 in Maine; 401 in Connecticut; 333 in 
the city of San Francisco; 2,113 in New England; while 
in Western Reserve, Ohio, there was one divorce to every 
eleven marriages; in Providence, R. I., one to every thir- 
teen, and in Vermont, one to every fourteen. 





Civil suits for the collection of penalties aggregating 
$402,500 for violation of the anti-trust and pooling law 
have been begun in Chicago under the direction of the 
Attorney-General, against fifty corporations doing busi- 
ness in Chicago and Cook County. The penalties are at 
the rate of $50 a day for failure to file affidavits that the 
corporations are not in any agreement or combination for 
the control of output, prices or the restriction of trade. 





Since the establishment of the Juvenile Court in Chi- 
cago, to which we alluded in a recent issue, some 673 
cases have been docketed on its records. A most signifi- 
cant fact is that of this number but twenty-six boys have 
been brought before the court for a second time after hav- 
ing been released in care of the probation officets. A 
summary of the Juvenile Court docket shows the work of 
the court, from its first session July 5 to Nov. 1, to be: 
Sessions of court 

Dependent cases assumed Oct. 2: 

Dependent cases docketed 
Delinquent cases docketed 


Total cases docketed 
Total hearings before the court 


In the objection filed in the Superior Court in New 
Haven County, Conn., to the will of the late Othniel C. 
Marsh, the eminent professor of palzontology in Yale 





College, it is alleged among other things that “he, the said 
Marsh, at the time of the execution of said supposed will 
was extremely nervous and laboring under the delusion 
that there was no future life,” as to which one critic ob- 
serves: “If the disposition of the testator’s property 
was influenced by a disbelief in a life beyond the grave, 
and the court is called upon to determine whether such 
disbelief is a delusion or not, the outcome of the case will 
be extremely interesting. In what presumption will the 
court indulge? Does the law presume that there is a 
future existence after death? If not, why is the denial of 
a future life any evidence that the disbeliever is the victim 
of a delusion on this subject? If testamentary incapacity 
is to be predicated on agnosticism alone, we shall have a 
multiplication of will contests in the coming century.” 





A convention of the Justices of the Appellate Division 
of the New York Supreme Court was held at Albany re- 
cently to consider proposed amendments to the General 
Rules of Practice. Section 915, of the Code of Civil Pro- 
cedure, was amended by the Legislature of 1899, so as to 
require that the general rules should prescribe regulations 
for the examination of witnesses in this State, whose testi- 
mony is to be taken here for use in litigation pending in 
other States or in foreign countries. It was necessary 
that the Judges should meet at this time in order to frame 
the additional rule thus required, and this was done by 
recasting Rule 17 of 1896, which merely authorized the 
court to direct that an order for the inspection of books 
and papers might operate as a stay of proceedings. The 
amplified rule provides in detail for the procedure in tak- 
ing the testimony of witnesses here on commission or no- 
tice, and directs the manner in which such witnesses shall 
be prosecuted for contempt. The chairman of the con- 
vention was Presiding Justice Hardin, of the Rochester 
Appellate Division, and Marcus T. Hun, the State Su- 
preme Court Reporter, acted as Secretary. 

An important change in regard to the time of 
the service of notice of motions at special and trial 
terms was resolved upon. Section 780 of the Code 
of Civil Procedure declares that where special pro- 
vision is not otherwise made by law or by the general 
rules of practice, if notice of a motion or any other pro- 
ceeding in a suit before a court or Judge is necessary, it 
must, if personally served, be served at least eight days 
before the time appointed for the hearing. Heretofore, 
the power to provide for a different period of notice by a 
rule of practice relating to the subject has not been exer- 
cised by the Judges in convention ; but they have now de- 
termined to require a notice of five days only, instead of 
eight days, where the attorneys for the parties have their 
offices in the same city. This isa wise change. A notice 
of eight days is generally regarded as too long, where 
the lawyers on both sides do business in the same locality, 
that a good deal of labor is imposed upon the Judges in 
signing orders to show cause by which the time is short- 
ened. The amended rule will decrease the number of ap- 
plications for such orders.—New York Sun. 








COLONEL GARDINER AGAIN. 


Arma virumque cano.—virgi. fee x 


Once more has the valiant Colonel emerged into that 
fierce light which beats only upon kings—and Asa Bird 
Gardiners. We must do him the justice, however, to ob- 
serve that in this particular instance the aforesaid pub- 
licity is probably not of his own seeking. “Scraps” with 
the judiciary, turnstile tournaments and fierce battles 
with that animal previously unknown to zoologists, an 
“educational mastodon,” have hitherto served to keep the 
worthy District Attorney pretty well before the gaze of 
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his fellow-citizens and sufficed to convince them that 
energy (of some sort or kind) was certainly being dis- 
played in the management of the office intrusted to his 
care. Whether the publicity or notoriety, we shall not 
quarrel over terms, that has been attained by him is, or is 
not, a particularly desirable acquisition is of course the 
affair solely of the party concerned. De gustibus, etc., 
and we do not attempt to pass judgment. This time, 
however, the notoriety acquired is entirely involuntary. 
In English, plain and undefiled, the City Club of New 
York seems to be “after” the worthy Colonel, and in their 
presumption have even, so the papers inform us, dared to 
place their charges in the hands of Governor Roosevelt 
and to call for the Colonel’s removal. As might be ex- 
pected, the charges are somewhat voluminous—two vol- 
uminous to be reproduced here—and hence are presented 
in another part of this issue. Two of them are particu- 
larly worthy of mention. First, a want of proper respect 
for the judiciary; second, a failure to properly prepare 
and try cases, resulting in public criticism by the Judges 
before whom the District Attorney has appeared. These 
are quite serious charges, Colonel Gardiner—far too seri- 
ous to be passed over flippantly secundum usum. In 
view of the result of certain complaints which recently 
brought about the resignation of a Surrogate of New 
York County, we are beginning to believe that, after all, 
the remark of one of our ex-Presidents respecting the trust 
nature of a public office is commencing to be taken seri- 
ously. We do not intimate any opinion as to the truth of 
the charges, but we do say that the office of District Attor- 
ney is of a far too important nature topermit allegations of 
the kind in question to remain uninvestigated. If Colonel 
Gardiner chooses—Don Quixote like, to tilt with wind- 
mills—or turnstiles; Siegfried like, to fight with mon- 
sters—or “educational mastodons ;” to “row it” with the 
judiciary or have unoffending doorkeepers arrested by his 
lictors—that is his own affair. If by so doing he dim- 
inishes the amount of respect we may have for him as 
an individual, that is likewise his own concern. But 
when we come to consider him in the light of a public of- 
ficer we are bound to look at, the matter from an alto- 
gether different standpoint. 


As a shining instance of how cases appear to be han- 
dled under the new regime may be cited the now famous 
cause of the People v. Molineux. We have failed to keep 
tally of the number of rebukes administered by the vari- 
ous courts to the District Attorney or his assistants for 
their conduct in this affair. Only the other day the fol- 
lowing remarkable state of facts was disclosed:. Accord- 
ing to the Times, the District Attorney, without notice 
to Messrs. Weeks and Battle, counsel for Molineux, had 
the case transferred from General Sessions to the criminal 
branch of the Supreme Court. Later in the week the 
case was called in the Supreme Court, and Justice Furs- 
man, with the consent of the prisoner’s counsel and at the 
request of the District Attorney, named Nov. 14 as the 
day for the trial to begin. A motion was also made be- 
fore the Appellate Division for an order to empanel a 
special jury. While the Appellate Division had the mat- 
ter under consideration, without notice to the prisoner’s 
counsel, application was made by the District Attorney to 
have the case transferred back to General Sessions. This 
motion was made before Justice Giegerich, and Justice 
Fursman was not even consulted in the matter. 


Justice Giegerich granted the motion, and the defend- 


ant’s counsel was notified to appear before Recorder Goff. 


by the District Attorney in order that a day be set for the 
trial. 

Mr. Weeks, when the case was called, informed the 
court that as counsel he did not desire to participate of- 
ficially in the proceedings, on the ground that the case 





had been removed to the Supreme Court, that a day had 
been set for the trial, and that a motion was pending be- 
fore the Appellate Division for a special jury, and there- 
fore it would be discourteous to the higher court to take 
any action in the matter until that court had acted on the 
motion of the District Attorney relative to the special jury 
panel. “The Appellate Division,” said Mr. Weeks, “has 
the right to fix the time and plage of a trial in which a 
special jury is to be drawn, and as it has not as yet acted, 
this trial cannot be moved in this court now, or, at least, 
a date cannot be fixed for trial.” 

“The disagreeable feature,” said the Recorder, “pre- 
sented in this whole matter is the uncertain policy that 
has been pursued by the District Attorney. This court 
was not consulted at any time or in any way about the 
transfer of this case, the People v. Molineux, from this 
court to the Supreme Court. The court had no partici- 
pation in or knowledge of it. Nor had it any participa- 
tion in or knowledge of or consultation about it when it 
was moved back again until Mr. District Attorney so in- 
formed the court on this beneh the other morning. So 
that the Court of General Sessions has had no act or hand 
or participation in the different moves which the District 
Attorney has made regarding the trial of this case. 

“T hold it but proper here to state that this complica- 
tion is the inevitable result of the peculiar policy pursued 
4 the District Attorney touching the transfer of cases. 

or the first time in the history of this court the District 
Attorney has, without consultation with the court in any 
manner, shape or form, transferred a particular class of 
cases, triable here, into another court.” 

We think it would be much to the credit of the Bar 
Association of New York were it to undertake an investi- 
gation of the methods employed in the office of our pres- 
ent chief prosecuting officer. 








THE RIGHT TO INDEMNITY FOR WRONGFUL 
CONVICTION. 


In May, 1895, more than eighteen years after his con- 
viction of burglary, and nearly seventeen years after 
pardon by the Governor, one, John Roberts, presented a 
demand to the Board of Claims of New York for $138,- 
976.54 for damages alleged to have been sustained 
through an alleged improper conviction and imprison- 
ment. This was made by virtue of Chapter 342 of the 
laws of 1895 authorizing the Board of Claims to pass 
upon his case and to award such compensation for the 
damages sustained by him in consequence of such convic- 
tion and imprisonment as should appear to be just and 
reasonable. Permission was given to either party to take 
an appeal to the Court of Appeals from any award made 
under the authority of the act, if the amount in contro- 
versy exceeded $500. The Court of Claims awarded 
Roberts some $7,500, which judgment was reversed by 
the New York Supreme Court, Appellate Division, Third 
Department, whose decision has been affirmed by the 
Court of Appeals of that State. 

Judge Martin in his opinion, in which all Judges con- 
curred, holds it to be manifest that Roberts’ pardon and 
restoration to the rights of citizenship had no retroactive 
effect upon the judgment of conviction, which remained 
unreversed, and what the party convicted had already en- 
dured or paid, the pardon did not restore. The pardon 
was granted, not as a matter of right, but of grace. The 
judgment of conviction for which Roberts sought to re- 
cover damages being in all respects proper, he was not en- 
titled to recover unless that right was expressly con- 
ferred by the statute of 1895. The primary and funda- 
mental question for the Court of Claims to pass upon un- 
der the law was held to be whether the claim was proper 
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and valid. If Roberts was not improperly convicted and 
imprisoned, then he had no valid claim, and it was the 
duty of the board, under the statute, to dismiss the pro- 
ceedings. No evidence was given which justified the 
board in finding that the conviction and imprisonment 
were improper. But instead, the evidence upon which he 
was convicted and the judgment of conviction were in- 
troduced in evidence, both of which show that his convic- 
tion was proper, the former presumptively and the latte: 
conclusively. Therefore the Board of Claims it was held 
had no power or authority to award him any damages 
whatsoever. 

We have often thought that it would not work any 
particular amount of injury to the public at large were an 
individual who had been wrongfully convicted allowed to 
receive some amount in compensation. Of course, no 
mere money damages could compensate for the ignominy 
and shame that he has undergone, for the years of his life 
that have been irretrievably lost, for the home perchance 
wrecked and for the stain which must inevitably in this 
illogical world affix itself upon one who has worn 
convict garb, however clearly his innocence may appear. 
Yet in so far as reparation may be made, that reparation 
should be freely given. It is somewhat peculiar that 
neither in England nor in this country does any law exist 
which permits compensation to a party so circumstanced. 
A late work informs us that up to a very recent date 
there was no law in Germany by which a person who had 
been wrongfully convicted would have the right to claim 
compensation, though it had long been the aim of the 
Freisinnige party to put such a law on the statute book. 
They have gone still farther, and have demanded com- 
pensation for persons who have been arrested and de- 
tained, but against whom there was not sufficient evidence 
to enable their accusers to bring them before a court of 
justice. A bill framed to attain this end has been placed 
before the Reichstag, but it did not pass. Since the 20th 
of May, 1898, however, the law has been so altered that 
a condemned person who has been acquitted after a re- 
hearing in his case can—under certain circumstances— 
demand compensation from the State. This claim can be 
made, not only by the wrongly condemned person, but 
also by those whom he is legally bound to maintain. 

In Sweden after a sentence is reversed it is provided 
that if the person convicted by the sentence passed at the 
first trial is by the new sentence declared not to have made 
himself liable to the punishment he has undergone (either 
not at all, or, at any rate, only to a milder punishment), 
then the treasury must, at his request, indemnify him for 
the damages thereby sustained. 

Likewise a person who has been accused of a crime, 
and, on account thereof, has been kept in custody, but has 
been set free again, either because further criminal pro- 
ceedings against him have been given up or because he 
has been acquitted by the final sentence passed in the trial 
instituted against him, may claim damages from the 
treasury for the injury sustained by him. If, however, 
the matter be merely due to the finding that the penal code 
does not contain any provisions applicable to the acts of 
which the person is accused, and is in fact guilty, or to the 
fact that liability to punishmertt is, on account of other 
legal provisions, excluded in that particular case, then 
the indemnification is not looked upon as the right of the 
prosecuted, but it is left to the court to decide whether 
under the circumstances it ought to be granted. 

Such indemnifications are, however, under no circum- 
stances, granted, if the accused has by his own confession, 
or in any other way through his own wilful default, 
brought about the prosecution or the verdict and sentence, 
or if this has been occasioned by the accused himself, 
through his attempts to escape or through acts and doings 





of his, apparently intended to destroy all traces of the 
supposed crime. 

A claim for such indemnification may be demanded 
and decided upon in the same sentence or decision by 
which the proceedings are closed. If this rule be not ob- 
served, or the proceedings be closed without the passing 
of any formal sentence or decision, then the accused may, 
within a month after having got notice of the closing of 
the proceedings, bring his claim before the court where 
the trial was commenced, or, if no trial had been insti- 
tuted, then before any court which might have been the 
place of the trial. The Public Prosecutor must be given 
the opportunity of expressing himself upon the matter on 
behalf of the treasury. 

In Geneva, damages may be awarded, not only to the 
victim of an erroneous verdict, but also in the case of un- 
justified arrest, when the person has been released with- 
out trial. The court decides what damages are to be 
awarded, and may saddle the plaintiff or the informer 
with their payment. When the new judgment sets forth 
the innocence of the previously convicted person, the pe- 
cuniary and moral detriment suffered by him must be 
considered in the fixation of the damages to be awarded 
to him or to his family. 

An attempt was made to introduce this last provision 
in the French law, June 8, 1895, but it was rejected as be- 
ing too costly. 

We certainly think that if this State can afford to pass 
an act indemnifying wrongfully accused politicians for 
the expense incurred in defending themselves it can af- 
ford to follow the example of little Norway and Geneva. 








COURTESY TOWARDS THE JUDICIARY. 


Some time ago we took occasion to discuss the ques- 
tion of judicial courtesy, and treated of the conduct of 
some Judges toward members of the Bar. We believe 
the time has now come to reverse the medal and speak 
concerning the courtesy to be exhibited towards the 
bench. The matter was recently talked over at the twen- 
ty-sixth annual meeting of the Chicago Bar Association, 
the report of whose grievance committee reveals a some- 
what peculiar state of affairs. Indeed, so strong is the 
language used that we can scarcely believe that things 
are in as bad a condition as they are pictured to be. “It is 
unnecessary,” so states the report, “to call attention to the 
orderly proceedings in preliminary matters in our federal 
courts, or to the respect voluntarily shown by the Bar to 
the Judges of those courts.” 

“Some of our State courts, during the motion hours, 
resemble town meetings, the gathering of political con- 
ventions and morning scrambles in front of bargain coun- 
ters. Attorneys and laymen are mingled; they throng 
the rooms, carry on conversation, walk about with hats, 
overcoats and umbrellas in hand, sometimes with cigars 
between their teeth, frequently pass between the tables 
and bar of the court while counsel are engaged in argu- 
ment, and never extend to the court the slight courtesy 
of rising when the Judge enters and takes his seat.” 

“We are all responsible for this disgraceful condition 
of affairs, irresistibly tending to destroy the dignity of our 
courts, to diminish respect for the law and legal proceed- 
ings, to seriously interfere with the proper administra- 
tion of justice, to lessen our own self-respect and make 
us forget the duties and obligations of our high calling. 
Would unlicensed shysters dare to appear in a federal 
court in the stolen livery of the profession? We recom- 
mend a resolution that each member of this Association 
henceforth conduct himself in the State courts as he does 
in the federal courts.” 

These statements, if true, certainly demonstrate that 
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the manners of certain members of the Chicago Bar are 
open to considerable improvement. Just why an attorney 
and counselor should take it upon himself to act in this 
boorish manner whenever he enters a court of justice we 
fail to comprehend. If things go much further we shall 
have to propound a new conundrum in the when-is-a- 
door-not-a-door style, and. ask when is an attorney not a 
gentleman, the reply to which will be, when he enters the 
court room. 

There may be ground to question whether enough re- 
spect is shown judicial tribunals in this country. While in 
New York affairs have certainly not arrived at the point 
which they are depicted as reaching in Chicago, there is 
certainly room for improvement. As a general rule, 
Judges here are rather inclined to be somewhat severe in 
matters of this kind, though not, we think, needlessly so. 
Recorder Goff in particular never permits the slightest 
display of disrespect to be shown towards the court, and 
is much to be commended for the course of action he has 
adopted in several instances, notably in dealing with the 
District Attorney’s office. 

The report reveals a somewhat peculiar state of mind 
on the part of some members of the Bar who appear to 
consider that every manifestation of respect towards the 
bench must of necessity detract from their own personal 
dignity. We have once or twice heard individuals who 
would be the last to refuse to salute a friend on passing 
him in the street inveigh in strong terms against the cus- 
tom of rising when a member of the judiciary enters the 
court room. This mental condition may perchance be 
somewhat due to our democratic theory that each and 
every man is as good as his fellow, a belief which, how- 
ever sound in principle, is certainly most heartily repu- 
diated in practice. 

There is of course a vast amount of difference between 
slavishly attempting to curry favor with a particular 
Judge by enduring without expostulation the remarks in 
which some members of the judiciary are reported to 
occasionally indulge and the observance of ordinary rules 
of courtesy towards our brethren on the bench. 








THE RIGHT TO INJUNCTION AS A MEANS OF 
PROTECTING PRIVACY. 





The Supreme Court of Michigan has recently ren- 
dered a decision in Atkinson v. John E. Doherty & Co. 
(Sept., 1899, 80 N. W. Rep. 285), which is of considera- 
ble interest as illustrative of the ancient theory ex damno 
sine injuria non oritur actio. It was shown that the de- 
fendants had used in business the picture and name of 
plaintiff’s deceased husband, Colonel John Atkinson, as a 
trademark for cigars. This the plaintiff sought to en- 
join. The Michigan court, however, appeared to assume 
the position that there was no such thing as a right of 
privacy, even in the living, and refused to grant plaintiff 
the relief sought. Its argument seems to have been sum- 
med up in the following words: 


“We are not satisfied that the homes and landscapes are so 
entirely within the control of owners that one commits an un- 
lawful invasion of the rights of privacy in looking upon their 
beauties, or by sketching or even photographing them, or that 
one has a right of action either for damages or to restrain the 
possessor of a camera from taking a snap shot at the passerby 
for his own uses. If we admit the impertinence of the act, it 
must also be admitted that there are many impertinences 
which are not actionable, and which courts of equity will not 
restrain. As the right alleged is not a property right, and does 
not spring from any contract, it must follow that relief must 
be in an action for damages for a breach of duty upon an 
actionable wrong, or a suit to prevent a threatened injury. In 
either case, such action must be based upon an act done or 
threatened which the law looks wnon as a tort; and, if the 
act complained of is one which is not in the law denominated 
a wrong, there is no legal remedy. All men are not possessed 
of the same delicacy of feeling, or the same consideration for 
the feelings of others. These things depend greatly upon the 





disposition and education. Some men are sensitive, some brutal. 
The former will suffer keenly from an act or a word that will 
not affect the latter. Manifestly the law cannot make a right 
of action depend upon the intent of the alleged wrongdoer, or 
upon the sensitiveness of another. Slander and libel are based 
upon an injury to reputation, not to feelings; and although 
many offensive things may be said that injure feelings and 
shock and violate the moral sense, even,though they may be 
untruthful they are not necessarily actionable. To make them 
so, they must be of such an atrocious character that 
the law will presume an injury to reputation, or special 
damage to property interests must be alleged and proved. 
What becomes of the innumerable cases of ill natured 
and perhaps insulting and immoral things that may be said 
about persons? The answer is that in an enlightened effort to 
preserve the liberties of man, upon the one hand, and to pre- 
vent invasion of their liberties upon the other, it has been 
found that a line of demarkation must be drawn which affords 
a practical balance and satisfactory test of liability. Mr. Bish- 
op, by his “Diagram of Crime,”’ has made plain the fact that 
there are many wrongs against the public that are not indict- 
able because too small for the law to notice (1 Bish, Cr. Law 
sec. 600). The same is true of private wrongs. Hence, that 
which would be slanderous per se if said in the presence of a 
third person is not actionable if addressed to the object of the 
remark, in private. The law does not discriminate between 
persons who are sensitive and those who are not, and the 
brutality of the remark makes no difference. Yet the alleged 
“right to privacy” is invaded. The wisdom of the law has been 
vindicated by experience. The “law of privacy’’ seems to have 
obtained a foothold at one time in the history of our juris- 
prudence—not by that name, it is true, but in effect. It is 
evidenced by the old maxim “The greater the truth, the greater 
the libel,”” and the result has been the emphatic expression of 
public disapproval by the emancipation of the press and the 
establishment of freedom of speech and the abolition in most 
of our States of the maxim quoted by constitutional provisions. 
The limitation upon the exercise of these rights being the law 
of slander and libel, whereby the publication of an untruth that 
can be presumed or shown to the satisfaction, not of the plain- 
tiff, but of others (i. e. an impartial jury) to be injurious, not 
alone to the feelings, but to the reputation, is actionable. 
Should it be thought that it is a hard rule that is applied in 
this case, it is only necessary to call attention to the fact that 
a ready remedy is to be found in legislation. We are not satis- 
fied, however, that the rule is a hard one, and think that the 
consensus of opinion must be that the complainants contend for 
a much harder one. The law does not remedy all evils. It 
cannot, in the nature of things; and deliberation may well be 
used in considering the propriety of an innovation such as this 
case suggests. We do not wish to be understood as belittling the 
complaint. We have no reason to doubt the feeling of annoy- 
ance alleged. Indeed, we sympathize with it, and marvel at 
the impertinence that does not respect it. We can only say 
that it is one of the ills that, under the law, cannot be re- 
dressed.”’ 


A case similar in principle is that of Schuyler v. Cur- 
tis (147 N. Y., 434), which was brought to restrain the 
erection or exhibition of a statue or bust of the late Mrs. 
Mary M. Hamilton Schuyler. This the court refused to 
enjoin, observing per Peckham J.: 


‘“‘A woman like Mrs. Schuyler may very well in her life time 
have been most strongly averse to any public notice, even if 
it were of a most flattering nature, regarding her own works 
or position. She may have been (and the evidence tends most 
strongly to show that she was) of so modest and retiring a 
nature that any publicity, during her life, would have been 
to her most extremely disagreeable and obnoxious. All these 
feelings died with her. It is wholly incredible that any in- 
dividual could dwell with feelings of distress or anguish upon 
the thought that, after his death, those whose welfare he had 
toiled for in life would inaugurate a project to erect a statue in 
token of their appreciation of his efforts and in honor of his 
memory. This applies as well to the most refined and retiring 
woman as to a public man. It is, therefore, impossible to credit 
the existence of any real mental injury or distress to a surviv- 
ing relative grounded upon the idea that the action proposed in 
honor of his ancestor would have been disagreeable to that 
ancestor during his life. 

“We cannot assent to the proposition that one situated as 
the plaintiff in this case can properly enjoin such action as the 
defendants propose on the;ground that as mere matter of fact 
his feelings would be thereby injured. We hold that in this 
class of cases there must in addition be some reasonable and 
plausible ground for the existence of this mental distress and 
injury. It must not be the creation of mere caprice nor of pure 
fancy nor the result of a supersensitive and morbid mental or- 
ganization dwelling with undue emphasis upon the exclusive 
and sacred character of this right of privacy. Such a class of 
mind might regard the right as interfered with and violated by 
the least reference even of a complimentary nature tO some illus- 
trious ancestor without first seeking for and obtaining the con- 
sent of his descendents. Feelings that are thus easily and un- 
naturally injured and distressed under such circumstance are 
much too sensitive to be recognized by any purely earthly tri- 
bunal. A proposed act which a court will enjoin because it 
would be a violation of a legal right, must, amung other con- 
ditions, be of such a nature as a reasonable man can see 
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might and probably would cause mental distress and injury 
to any one possessed of ordinary feeling and intelligence, situ- 
ated in like circumstances as the complainant, and this ques- 
tion must always to some extent be one of law.” 

These decisions may perhaps seem somewhat harsh, 
yiewed at first blush, but we cannot consider them as be- 
ing anything but eminently logical. To permit the en- 
joining of the exhibition of pictures or the exploitation of 
names of deceased persons of prominence would un- 
doubtedly open a very wide field for unnecessary litiga- 
tion. A question of considerable difficulty would arise 
respecting the nearness of the relationship which would 
justify an appeal to the courts, for could it be said that 
all descendants, however remote, of the individual whose 
countenance or name had been taken in vain, would have 
aright to the relief sought. Then again, will any mere 
exploitation be sufficient, or should it be affirmatively 
shown that the act was done in a manner offensive to the 
ordinary individual? The Penal Code presents an ade- 
quate check upon the publication of anything that may 
tend to defame the memory of one deceased, and to go 
farther than that would open far too wide a field for spec- 
ulation. 








THE LIABILITY OF AN OWNER OF TENEMENT 
HOUSE PROPERTY FOR INJURIES 
THEREIN OCCURRING 

In Brown v. Wilner (43 App. Div. 3), it was held by 
the Appellate Division (First Department) of the New 
York Supreme Court, that a landlord is responsible for 
injuries occurring to a tenant by falling on a stairway 
where it was shown that no light was kept burning in the 
tenement house hallway. The development of the law 
upon this question is somewhat interesting. In the pre- 
vious case of Hilsenbeck v. Guhring (131 N. Y. 674), such 
liability on the part of a landlord has been denied. By 
chapter 567 of the laws of 1895 it was, however, provided 
that the owner or lessee of every tenement house in the 
city of New York shall keep a light burning in the hall- 
way upon each floor of said house from sunset until 10 p. 
m. throughout the year. 


The question of liability for injuries occurring on 


leased premises is not without interest. In a work re- 
cently published (Chaplin on Landlord and Tenant) a 
distinction is drawn between -those injuries occurring in 
so-called apartments, tenements, office buildings, etc., and 
those occurring in ordinary leased houses, and it is very 
properly observed that in the latter cases the landlord re- 
tains control, and consequently responsibility, to a greater 
or less extent for the condition of those parts of the build- 
ing which are used in common by or for all the tenants or 
those whom they invite there, such as the sidewalks, the 
halls and stairways, and the basement space devoted to 
coal bins, and also of certain classes of apparatus, such as 
the hot water or steam pipes, dumb waiters, etc., employed 
to heat the apartments or supply other conveniences. 
Thus he has a degree and kind of responsibility for the 
fit condition of those places and things in his control, 
which he could not be charged with in the case of leasing 
outright an entire dwelling or other building. They are 
not part of the demised premises, and, therefore, the prin- 
ciple that the landlord is not bound to put or keep the 
demised premises in repair, has no application. Thus, a 
tenant from year to year renting part of a dwelling house, 
the residence being occupied by other tenants, is under no 
obligation to make repairs of so general, substantial and 
lasting a nature as the rebuilding of a chimney which has 
fallen down. In the absence of an express agreement by 
the tenant, it is the landlord’s duty to make such repairs, 
and if he negligently suffers one of the chimneys to re- 
tain in so defective a condition that it falls, causing loss 





and injury to the person or property of the tenant, he is 
answerable to the tenant for the consequences. The same 
principle has been applied to the fall of a building on ac- 
count of its defective condition, known to the landlord, to 
the injury of the tenant’s property. The special liability 
of the landlord in respect to the condition of the halls, 
stairways and other parts of the apartment or tenement 
under his control for the common benefit, is grounded 
only on his negligence, which must be proved; but the 
notice of a defect sufficient to make it negligence not to 
obviate it, may be constructive. On the other hand, 
though deterioration and decay may have been going on 
for a long time, the circumstances may have been such as 
to relieve the landlord from liability for injuries due to a 
resulting break, if ordinary cursory examination would 
not have disclosed the defect, even though a critical ex- 
amination would have done so. This principle has been 
applied in many cases where the chance of danger in any 
event is slight, and accidents that might happen would 
seldom be serious, as in the case of a clothes-pole of mod- 
erate size, in a rear yard, and of a hall mat. Where only 
a portion of a building is leased, and the other portions, 
as well as the halls and stairways, then come under the 
landlord’s control, he js bound then to take notice of or 
prevent dangerous conditions which may naturally cause 
injury to the tenant of the leased portion of the building. 
In such a case the landlord, as far as the tenant is con- 
cerned, where the tenant occupies but a small portion of 
the tenement, is bound to keep the parts of the tenement 
under his control in such a state of repair that the tenant 
may occupy his premises with safety. The rule has fre- 
quently been asserted in the law of landlord and tenant 
that a landlord who occupies the upper story of his build- 
ing, leasing the lower story to a tenant, may not negli- 
gently derange the construction of the upper story so as 
to injure the property of the tenant on the floor below. 








DUTY OF A RAILROAD COMPANY TO RESCUE 
PASSENGERS FALLEN FROM ITS TRAINS. 


A somewhat novel decision was arrived at in Ken- 
tucky in Reed v. Louisville & Nashville Railroad Com- 
pany (44, L. R. A. 823), where it was held that a railroad 
company is under obligation to stop a train and rescue a 
passenger who has been thrown or pushed therefrom 
without any fault on its part, where such passenger is 
liable to perish or suffer great injury unless aided, when 
it can stop the train long enough to rescue him without 
endangering the safety of other passengers by collisions. 

In delivering its opinion the court observed (per. Bur- 
nam, J.). 


‘Two legal questions are presented : First, is a railroad 
company under legal obligation to stop its train and res- 
cue a passenger who has been thrown or pushed there- 
from without any fault on its part, under circumstances 
where, unless rescued, he is liable to perish or suffer 
great injury? and, second, does the petition in this case al- 
lege such a state of fact as made it the legal duty of de- 
fendant to have done so in this instance? The precise 
question. presented here is a novel one, and our attention 
has not been directed to a case in which it has been con- 
sidered or passed upon. From the time the relation of 
carrier and passenger commences, the passenger is neces- 
sarily, in a large degree, under the protection of the car- 
rier, and it is bound to exercise the strictest vigilance in 
seeing after his safety. It has been held that if a passen- 
ger falls from a train, with the knowledge of the persons 
in charge thereof, and is left in a position of peril, where 
he is liable to be killed or injured by another train, it is 
the duty of those in charge of the train from which he fell 
to notify the crews of other trains, so that they can avoid 
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injuring him; and if they fail to give such notice, and 
the person is injured by another train, the employer of the 
crew of the train from which he fell is responsible. And 
it seems to us that it is not asking too much of a railroad 
company to require that it shall render such assistance to 
a passenger who has been rendered helpless by a fall from 
one of its trains as it can give without endangering the 
safety of other passengers or property committed to its 
care. But, on the other hand, it is the settled rule that, 
when a railroad company undertakes to transport persons 
by the powerful and dangerous agency of steam, public 
policy and safety alike require that it shall be held to the 
exercise of the highest possible degree of care, diligence, 
vigilance and skill in the conduct and management of its 
trains in every particular, with a view to the safety of its 
passengers and for the slightest negligence or careless- 
ness in these respects the carrier is liable. (See Beach, 
Contrib. Neg., Sec. 144.) Its trains necessarily run on 
fixed schedules of time, and, as a general rule, it is neces- 
sary, for the safety of railroad travel, that these schedules 
should be scrupulously adhered to; and unless appellee 
could have stopped its train in this instance long enough 
to have rescued appellant without endangering the safety 
of its other passengers by collisions arising from such 
stoppage, or otherwise, it was under no legal obligation 
to do so.” 

The case is not by any means one of novel impression, 
the point having been previously raised in Cincinnati 
H. & D. R. Co. v. Kassan (49 Ohio St. 230), where it 
was held that where the employees of a railroad company 
have notice that a passenger has fallen from the train 
onto the track, where he is left helpless and exposed to 
the likelihood of being run over by other trains, the com- 
pany owes the duty of observing due care to prevent his 
being so injured, though he was guilty of negligence in 
leaving the train. The company should stop the train 
and remove him from the track if it can be done without 
danger to passengers, or should notify those in charge of 
the train from which he was in danger of receiving in- 
jury, and cause it to be operated with due regard to his 
safety, or should adopt other reasonable precautions. 

It was shown that the passenger in the Kassan case 
had been negligent in leaving the train, and it was urged 
that his own contributory negligence should prevent a 
recovery. Upon this point the Court observed: “The rule 
that the negligence of the injured party, which proximate- 
ly contributes to the injury of which he complains, pre- 
cludes him from recovering, does not apply where, as 
in this case, the more proximate cause of the injury 
is the omission of the other party after becoming aware 
of the danger to which the former party is exposed to 
avoid a proper degree of care to avoid injuring him.” 
(See also Cincinnati, etc., R. R. Co. v. Cooper, 6 L. R. 
A. 241.) 

State v. Grand Trunk R. R. Co. (58 Me. 176), on 
which defendants in the case at bar seem to have relied, 
was altogether different from the present action. Here 
it was shown that a passenger had voluntarily left the 
train, during its temporary halt, had wandered away and 
onto a track where he was killed by a passing locomotive. 
Here the deceased was in full possession of his senses 
and amply able to look out for himself, and the Court 
very properly decided that under such circumstances, and 
while absent from the train, the company ceased to bear 
toward him the peculiar relation of carrier to passenger, 
and became only bound to exercise reasonable care. 
Even here, however, the Court took occasion to say that, 
“We think it but reasonable in such cases to require that 
the proper officer or servant of the corporation should 
give reasonable notice in time for such passengers to re- 
turn to the cars which they left safely, by using due and 
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proper diligence, caution and care. But they are not 
bound or required to go after those who have gone awa 
and out of sight, and out of reach of the voice which gives 
the usual loud and distinct notice for all to repair on 
board. If there be an established signal by blowing the 
whistle for passengers to take their places in the cars, 
that should also be sounded.” (See also Henderson y. 
Louisville & N. R. Co., 20 Fed. Rep. 430.) 

The rule as now determined by the foregoing cases 
seems in all respects eminently just. A carrier of pas. 
sengers cannot, when, as in the Kassan case, it has been 
guilty of the greatest heartlessness and disregard of hu. 
man life and suffering, escape the consequences of its 
omissions by alleging that it owed no duty to a passen- 
ger who had placed himself where injury might easily 
come to him. Nor, on the other hand, can it be re. 
quired, when the passenger has voluntarily left the train, 
to follow him up and see that he comes to no harm, 
It should be noted, however, that in the Reed case q 
demurrer to the petition was sustained for the reason that 
said petition did not allege “that the train could have 
been siopped, and the time taken to rescue appellant, with- 
out running the risk of collision with other trains, nor 
is it alleged that there were any means by which the men 
in charge of the train could have procured others to go 
to the assistance of appellant and, as the burden is upon 
appellant to allege and prove these necessary facts, the 
demurrer should be sustained.” 


— 








AN EXTENSION OF RESPONSIBILITY IN 
CASES OF LIBEL, 





Suppose A publishes of B that the latter had written 
a letter concerning C, in which it was alleged that C was 
financially irresponsible. Conceding A’s liability to C, is 
he likewise responsible to B in an action for libel? Such 
was the question presented in the case of Stumpf v. 
Shanks et al., recently decided by the Appellate Division 
of the New York Supreme Court for the First Depart- 
ment. Here defendant had written and published a state- 
ment charging plaintiff with being the author of a certain 
letter, alleging one Kean to be financially irresponsible. 
The contention was made by defendant that, inasmuch as 
the article of which he was the author did not show upon 
its face that the charges which plaintiff was alleged to 
have made against Kean were false, no cause of action 
lay. In other words, it was attempted to apply the doc- 
trine that a cause of action could not be helped out by 
innuendoes. The Court, however, took the opposite view 
and overruled the defendant’s demurrer. 

It is to be somewhat regretted that none but a mem- 
orandum opinion was handed down, in view of the fact 
that the case seems one of novel impression. Logically 
there can be, we think, very little doubt as to the correct- 
ness of the position assumed by the Court. 

In the first place, it may be reasonably admitted that 
if Stumpf had written the communication in regard to 
Kean (assuming, of course, that the statements therein 
contained were false as alleged in the complaint which the 
defendants have by their demurrer conceded to be the 
case), he would have been both guilty of the crime of 
libel and subject to a civil action by Kean. The Penal 
Code defines libel (Sec. 242) as “a malicious publication 
by writing, printing, etc., which exposes any living per- 
son . . . to hatred, contempt, ridicule or obloquy, or 
which causes or tends to cause any person to be shunned 
or avoided, or which has a tendency to injure any per- 
son . . . in his business or occupation.” 
As has been otherwise said: “To write or publish any- 
thing that imputes insolvency, inability to pay one’s debts, 
the want of integrity in his business or personal incapac- 
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ity or pecuniary inability to conduct it with success, or 
which imputes to him fraud or dishonesty or any mean 
and dishonorable trickery in the conduct of his business, 
or which in any other manner are prejudicial to him in 
the way of his employment or trade is libelous per se 
if without justification.” (Am. and Eng. Enc. of Law, 
vol. 13, p. 314; Rider v. Rulison, 74 Hun. 239.) 

Furthermore, inasmuch as the defendants had charged 
the plaintiff with the commission of an act which by law 
is held to constitute a crime, they must be deemed guilty 
of libel. (Young v. Miller, 3 Hill, 21.) It is immaterial 
whether A writes of B. “B has been guilty of libel,” 
or alleges that he wrote a certain letter, setting it forth, 
which the law declares to be libelous. It was held in 
Sir William Russell v. Lignor (Roll. Abr. 46; 1 D’Au 
Abr. 98; 1 Vin. Abr. 423, pl. 27), which is probably the 
oldest reported case upon the subject, that to say of A 
“that he made a libel of B,” A, being a Justice of the 
Peace, was actionable. It was objected that it did not 
appear what the effect of the libel was, but the Court 
were of opinion that it was enough to say of a Justice of 
the Peace that he had made a libel, as it was imputing 
to him an offense for which he could be indicted at com- 
mon law and subjected to fine and imprisonment. In 
Andrews v. Koppenheafer (3 Serg. & Rawle, 258) it was 
held that words charging another with making a libel 
were actionable. In Wakely v. Cooke and Healey (4 
Exch., 511) the article charged the plaintiff with being 
a libelous journalist, and it was held that an action lay. 
In Tabart v. Tipper (1 Camp., 350) an article imputing 
to a bookseller that he sold immoral or absurd poems was 
held good ground for an action for libel. 


Coming down to the decisions in this State, we find 
the case of Viele v. Gray (N. Y. Common Pleas, Sp. 
Term, 1859, Daly, J.); 10 Abb. Pr. 1; s. c. 18 How. 
Pr. 550, which a rs to stand as the sole exponent of 
New York law. Here a certain libelous caricature had 
been published by a person unknown, and the defendant 
had accused the plaintiff of being its author. Upon de- 
murrer the Court sustained the complaint. (See also 
Prince v. Brooklyn Daily Eagle, 16 Misc. 186.) In three 
other cases the courts of Kentucky, South Carolina and 
Vermont have upheld the doctrine that a publication is 
libelous which charges the plaintiff with being the author 
of a statement or article which would of itself furnish a 
cause for action. (Shelton v. Nance, 7 B. Mon. [Ky.] 
128: Woodburn v. Miller, Cheves Law. R. 194; Colby v. 
Reynolds, 6 Vt. 489.) 

The matter can, however, be regarded under another 
aspect. (a) The plaintiff was the publisher and one of 
the proprietors of a financial sheet necessarily depending 
for its sale and securing of advertisements largely upon 
its reputation for accuracy and veracity. It is almost im- 
possible to conceive of a charge that could have been 
made against him that would render more harm than to 
say that he was making false, reckless and defamatory 
assertions respecting members of the bond-dealing frater- 
nity. (b) Even if the statements alleged to have been 
made in the letter had been true, its publication by Stumpf 
would argue a lack of tact on his part that would render 
him utterly incompetent to manage a financial paper and 
a want of charity that would justly subject him to the 
hatred, contempt and obloquy of all. (See Cramer v. 
Noonan, 4 Wisc. 231.) 

(a) Thus to write and publish falsely of a barrister, 
that he had edited the third edition of a law book is 
actionable if the book is- proved to be full of inaccuracies 
which would seriously prejudice the plaintiff’s reputation. 
(Archbold v. Sweet, 1 Moo & Rob 162; s. c. 5, C. & P. 
219.) 

In Tryon v. The Evening News Company, 39 Mich. 











636, it was held libelous to publish of a newspaper re 
porter an untrue statement showing that he had violated 
a private confidence by tale bearing, the Court observing 
that “if an article is published which is untrue and in- 
tended and reasonably adapted to harm the person to 
whom it refers, it is an unlawful publication and its pub- 
lisher is liable to answer for it in such damages as may 
be lawfully awarded.” 

(b) As Lord Holt observed in Cropp v. Tilney (3 
Salk 226) : “Scandalous matter is not necessary to make a 
libel; it is enough if the defendant induces an ill opinion 
to be had of the plaintiff, or to make him contemptible 
and ridiculous.” (See also Villers v. Monsley, 2 Wils. 
403; Thorley v. Lord Kerry, 4 Taunt. 355.) In Winchell 
v. The Argus Company (69 Hun. 354), it was held that 
words which tend to diminish the respectability of the 
person to whom they relate and to expose him to dis- 
grace and obloquy, although they do not impute the com- 
mission of a crime, are libelous and actionable, although 
no special damages are alleged or proved; indeed, the 
courts have repeatedly held that falsely charging a man 
with a disregard of justice and propriety is actionable. 
(Cooper v. Stone, 24 Wend. 454; Brooks v. Bemiss, 8 
Johns. 455; Southwick v. Stevens, 10 Johns. 443; Rider 
v. Rulison, 74 Hun. 239.) Charging plaintiff with being 
the author of false reports, though such reports may not 
in themselves be libelous, give good grounds for an ac- 
tion. (Gray v. Times Newspaper Co., 77 N. W. Rep. 
204; Trebby v. Transcript Pub. Co., 76 N. W. Rep. 961.) 

The New York courts have gone far in holding a de- 
fendant accountable where a fair and reasonable inter- 
pretation of the article in question would cause the com- 
munity at large to avoid him in business matters and to 
look upon him with feelings of contempt. See in this 
connection Cooper v. Greely, 1 Denio, 347, where a state- 
ment that the plaintiff would not like to bring a certain 
action in Otsego County, “for he is known there,” was 
held libelous. (Moore v. Bennett, 48 N. Y. 472; Morey 
v. The Morning Jour. Assn., 123 N. Y. 207; Shelby v. 
The Sun, etc., Assn., 38 Hun. 474; 109 N. Y., 611; Moore 
v. Frances, 121 N. Y. 199; Van Ingen v. Mail & Exp. 
Pub. Co., 14 Mise. 328; Miller v. Donovan, 16 Misc. 453; 
Stokes v. Stokes, 76 Hun. 314.) 

The point seems to have been urged by counsel for 
appellants in the present case that the complaint sets forth 
no cause of action for the reason that the libel upon which 
it was based did not show in itself that the statement 
concerning Kean was false. It was urged that an article 
as written cannot be helped out by innuendoes so as to 
make a complete cause of action. While admitting the 
truth of this last principle as rule of law, its applicability 
to the present case may be doubted. The law assumes a 
defamatory charge published against another to be neces- 
sarily false. If the defendant wishes to set up the de- 
fense of justification, he is obliged to plead it specifically 
(Snyder v. Andrew, 6 Barb. 43, 56; Tilson v. Clark, 
45 Barb. 178; Wachter v. Quenzer, 29 N. Y. 547) ; espe- 
cially has the plaintiff (it is elementary to say) the right 
to have his independent allegations of the falsity of a 
charge considered as true when the defendant has, as in 
this instance, merely demurred to the complaint as a 
whole. If appellant’s views were correct, then A will be 
permitted to charge B with circulating all sorts and kinds 
of defamatory charges about third parties, provided he 
does not specifically allude to them as being false, al- 
though the whole community might, as a matter of fact, 
know them to be so. A would be permitted to say of 
B that he had circulated a charge that C was a murderer 
and be allowed to go unpunished, although every one 
might recognize the falsity of B’s alleged statement. The 
peculiar advantage which such a doctrine gives is that it 
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permits an unscrupulous individual to injure both the 
person whom he alleges circulated the report and the 
person whom such report concerns. Nor does this argu- 
ment as to the truth of the letter purporting to have 
been written by plaintiff relieve the defendant from the 
contention previously made. The truth of an alleged 
libel is only a sufficient defense when the publication has 
been “with good motives and for justifiable ends.” 
(Penal Code, sec. 244.) The rest of the article published 
by defendants distinctly denies the existence of such, but 
on the contrary expressly avers a want of charity and 
patience with another’s misfortunes on part of plaintiff 
and imputes the article to his purely malicious desire to 
cause undeserved injury to another. 








TOPICS OF INTEREST. 





The power of a court to fix the rates for a telephone 
company, which shall be deemed reasonable, in a suit for 
mandamus to compel the company to furnish telephone 
facilities, is denied in Nebraska Telephone Co. v. State, 
ex rel. Yeiser (Neb.) 45 L. R. A. 113, on the ground 
that the power to determine what compensation public 
service corporations may demand for their services is a 
legislative function, and not a judicial one. 





The Supreme Court of Iowa on Oct. 13, 1899, in 
McMaster v. Emerson, rendered (per Ladd, J.) an opin- 
ion of some importance upon the question of mortgages 
upon crops to be grown in future. In an action to fore- 
close a chattel mortgage, the following facts appeared. 
J. H. and D. E. Newman owned 80 acres of land. 
To secure Muir the payment of $270, they executed a 
real estate mortgage thereon, and a chattel mortgage on 
certain stock, and “all the farm products of every kind 
and description, including corn, oats, hay, tame and wild 
pasture, millet and cornstalk pasture, to be planted, raised, 
and grown during the years 1895, 1896, 1897 and 1808, 
on the following described lands.” These mortgages 
were assigned to the plaintiff. The land was sold, on 
foreclosure of a prior mortgage, in May, 1897. The 
Newmans, being indebted to Emerson in the sum of $126, 
in satisfaction thereof gave him a lease of the land for 
that year. Emerson leased it to Stacy, who raised a large 
amount of corn thereon. 


The following opinion was rendered: “The obstacle 
in the way of the recovery for the value of the corn 
raised on the land by Stacy is the fact that the Newmans 
never acquired any interest in it to which the mortgage 
attached. A chattel mortgage on crops to be grown in 
the future is upheld on precisely the same principle as 
that upon goods not owned by the mortgagor. (Wheeler 
v. Becker, 68 Iowa 724, 28 N. W. 40; Norris v. Hix, 
74 lowa 526, 38 N. W. 395.) Before the mortgage at- 
taches, the crops in the one case, and the goods in the 
other, must come into existence and be acquired by the 
mortgagor. Unless so acquired, the mortgage never be- 
comes a lien, since there is no interest of the mortgagor 
which he might have conveyed.” As said by Mitchell, J., 
in a similar case (Simmons v. Anderson [Minn.], 47 N. 
W. 52): “When a person takes a mortgage on property 
in being, he acquires only the interest which the mort- 
gagor has in it; and if he, as in this case, takes a mort- 
gage on the property not then in being, or owned by the 
mortgagor, it can attach only to such property as the 
mortgagor thereafter acquires. A chattel mortgage on 
crops to be thereafter grown gives the mortgagee no in- 
terest in, or lien upon, the land. It attaches as a lien 
only on the interest which the mortgagor may have in 
the crops when they come into being.” The chattel mort- 
gage, executed by the Newmans, not being a lien on 











their land, did not interfere with its sale or prevent them 
from leasing it. They did lease it to Emerson, receiving 
full payment, and he to Stacy. Under the circumstances, 
no one will say that the Newmans retained any interest 
whatever in the crops raised by Stacy. They never ac- 
quired, then, the property which they had previously 
mortgaged, and for this reason the mortgage never at- 
tached.” 


In Crawford v. Laus, the New York Supreme Court 
of New York County, at Special Term, Part I., on Oct. 
21, 1899, rendered a decision of interest concerning trade 
names. On motion for an injunction it was shown that 
the plaintiff had put up a sign over his place of business, 
upon which he put the term, “The Little Shop,” and the 
defendant subsequently chose the appellation, “The Little 
Antique Shop,” in a business identically the same as that 
of the plaintiff and in the same locality. The photo- 
graphs of the two places showed no apparent likeness 
between these places. 

In granting the motion, Judge Giegerich said: “I 
think the use of the words, “The Little Shop,’ should be 
restrained, there being no dispute that the plaintiff had 
first adopted it, and had advertised it as his place of 
business. But the plaintiff must give an undertaking for 
$500 to cover damages, since he may lose at the, trial. 
The defendant’s chosen appellation, “The Little Antique 
Shop,’ as applied to a business identical with that of the 
plaintiff, would, I think, be clearly calculated to deceive 
or mislead intending purchasers to the belief that the 
store so named was the plaintiff’s place of business, and, 
under such circumstances, equity affords relief upon 
analogy and in principle to cases of trade mark infringe- 
ments. (Charles S. Higgins Co. v. Higgins Soap Co., 
144 N. Y. 462.) The term, “The Little Shop,’ is an un- 
usual and distinctive designation, and, in my view, the 
peculiarity would as clearly impress purchasers seeking 
a store so named, in a particular locality, whether the 
word ‘antique’ were used or not. The name chosen by 
the plaintiff is decidedly more fanciful than descriptive, 
as applied, and he is to be protected in its tise for the 
reasons found in the case of Eohn v. Reynolds, (26 Misc. 
473, aff'd 40 App. Div. 619), where the use of the word 
‘valet’ in connection with the business of repairing cloth- 
ing, was held to be the subject of protection.” Motion 
granted. 


The following four decisions upon points in corpora- 
tion law are not without interest: 


The indefiniteness of a call on stockholders, stating 
that they may pay in cash or “by a promise to pay in 
the form of a land contract or contracts,” without show- 
ing who may exercise the option, or prescribing any con- 
ditions or terms to govern any settlement of the balance 
due the corporation, is held, in North Milwaukee Town- 
Site Co. v. Bishop (Wis.), 45 L. R. A. 174, to be such 
that the call is void. 

In the distribution of the assets of a corporation which 
was formed out of a partnership the obligations of which, 
to a specified amount, were assumed by the corporation, 
it is held, in Lamkin v. Baldwin & L. Mfg. Co. (Conn.), 
44 L. R. A. 786, that the debts of a partnership must 
be postponed to those contracted by the corporation. The 
preference given by statute to taxes assessed against in- 
solvent debtors is held to extend only to taxes against 
the corporation, and not to those assessed against the 
partnership. 

The preference of a creditor of an insolvent corpora- 
tion is held, in Corey v. Wadsworth (Ala.), 44 L. R. A. 
766, overruling a prior decision of the same court, to be 
valid, notwithstanding the creditor is a stockholder, di- 
rector, and president of the company, and, as such, par- 
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ticipated in the transaction by which he was given the 
preference. ; 

An agent of a corporation intrusted with its entire 
management and control is held, in Conely v. Collins 
(Mich.), 44 L. R. A. 844, to have authority to make an 
assignment of its property for its creditors, when the 
stockholders of the company held no meetings. 





THe Illinois “flag law” has been declared unconsti- 
tutional by Judge Gibbons, who asserted that the in- 
formers’ fee clause in the act is against the spirit of 
American law as tending to provoke strife and ill-will 
between man and man. The decision turns on this point, 
the Court holding that the power granted by the consti- 
tution to the Governor of the State to pardon offenders 
and remit fines and penalties is in conflict with the statute 
which guarantees to the informer a share of the fine. 

On this point Judge Gibbons spoke as follows: 

“So far as I have had an opportunity to examine the 
authorities, the question of the validity of a law which 
gives all or a moiety of the amount recovered in an action 
brought to enforce a penalty to a private informer has 
never been called to the attention of the courts of this 
country. 


“Aside from any constitutional restriction upon the 
legislation in this respect, is it not against the spirit of 
American institutions to uphold or enforce any law, when 
in so doing it would engender and provoke strife and 
ill-will between neighbors? Should we, in this Christian 
land, countenance the enforcement of a law which places 
a premium upon perjury, which encourages spies and in- 
formers to dog every man’s footsteps and to lurk in the 
shadow of his home and business place?” 

Continuing, the decision stated : 


“The people of this State in their sovereign capacity 
have embodied in the fundamental law principles which 
by direct implication deprive the legislative of the power 
tu enact a penal law which gives to the informer the right 
to institute proceedings under it or to share in its ultimate 
results. The constitution declares that all prosecutions 
shall be carried on in the name and by the authority of 
the people of the State of Illinois. It also declares that 
the Governor shall have power to grant reprieves, com- 
mutations, and pardons after conviction for all offenses. 
When suit is instituted for the recovery of a penalty, not 
even the King, who, before action, could grant a pardon 
which would be a bar to all the world, can, after suit 
is commenced, remit anything but his own part of the 
penalty. For, by commencing the suit, says Blackstone, 
the informer has made the public action his own private 
action, and it is not in the power of the crown or any- 
thing but Parliament to release the informer’s interest. 
Hence the law in question deprives the Governor of his 
constitutional prerogative, and it is therefore void. . . . 

“Wherein is the flag desecrated by making a lithograph 
or a picture thereof as a trademark? If the common use 
of the flag is to abate our veneration for it, why did our 
solons pass a law making it compulsory upon those in 
charge to fly the national.emblem from the flagstaff of 
every school-house? Will the sight of the flag floating 
from the flagstaff kindle patriotism in the breasts of the 
school children and quench such emotions when its pic- 
ture is seen on the covers of their books? ‘The men who 
to-day are being prosecuted under this law would to~ 
morrow. leave home and kindred and rush to the front 
to defend the honor and glory of that dear old flag. 

“We need no flag law in the State of Illinois to make 
men patriotic, to prevent men from desecrating the flag. 
Every man in all this land vies with his neighbor in show- 
ing devotion, loyalty, and reverence to the flag, and it 


‘ 





is a reflection upon the names of Illinois’ patriot dead 
to have enacted such a law.” 





In Hurd, Receiver, v. New York and Commercial 
Steam Laundry Co., the New York Supreme Court, 
County of New York (Special Term, Part III.) held that 
a consolidation of corporations and payment of respective 
values by the stock of the new company will not cut off 
the creditor of one, though no fraud as to him was in- 
tended. 


Beekman, J., observed: “I am quite clear, upon the 
facts before me, that the plaintiff is entitled to judgment. 
In the case of Cole v. The Millerton Iron Co. (133 N. 
Y. 164), which was in many respects similar to this, 
the court held that where the transfer by a corporation 
of all its property has the effect of terminating the reg- 
ular business of the corporation, and was made and ac- 
cepted by the transferee with that purpose, it is illegal 
as against creditors of the corporation. As was said 
in the opinion (p. 167): “The practical effect was to dis- 
solve the grantor corporation and subject its charter to 
forfeiture at the hands of the State, for it voluntarily 
stripped itself of all its property and assets and became 
incapable, and intended to be and remain incapable of 
performing its corporate duties. Such a transfer, which 
involves the destruction of the corporation and an aban- 
donment of the purposes of its organization, is illegal as 
against creditors whose rights are thereby sacrificed and 
their remedies destroyed. The assets of a cor- 
poration are a trust fund for the payment of its debts, 
upon which the creditors have an equitable lien both as 
against the stockholders and all transferees, except those 
purchasing in good faith and for value.’ The same doc= 
trine is laid down in Thompson on Corporations, section 
375, and in section 6547, the author adds that where one 
corporation transfers all its assets to another, not in the 
ordinary course of business, the circumstances of the case 
imply full knowledge on the part of the transferee of 
all the facts necessary to charge the _—~ in his hands 
with the debts of the transferor. The same principle is 
illustrated in the case of Hibernia Ins. Co v. St. Louis 
& N. O. Transp. Co. (13 Fed. Rep. 516), where it was 
said that the fact that stock of the new company was 
issued for the property of the old did not affect the credi- 
tor’s right to pursue the property itself. (See also Brum 
v. Merchants’ Mut. Ins. Co., 16 Fed. Rep. 140; Fogg 
v. St. L., H. & K., 17 Fed. Rep. 871.) The facts of 
the case at bar clearly bring it within the principles thus 
laid down. The sale of the old company’s assets was 
not made in the usual course of business, but with the 
intention, participated in by the defendant, that its busi- 
ness should henceforth cease. The very resolution under 
which the transfer was made, and which was drawn by 
the legal adviser of the defendant, contemplated in terms 
a division of the stock of the defendant which was issued 
to pay for the property among the stockholders of the 
old company, thus dissipating its capital and leaving it 
an empty shell with nothing out of which a creditor could 
obtain satisfaction of his claim. It matters not that the 
transaction may have been accomplished without any 
actual intention to defraud, and in the belief that there 
were no claims against the corporation capable of legal 
enforcement. The rights of creditors do not depend upon 
notice of such claims on the part of the new company, 
but upon the essential illegality of thus winding up the 
debtor corporation and transferring its assets, which con- 
stitute a trust fund for the payment of debts, without 
making an adequate provision for their discharge. But 
beyond all this the officers of and parties inter- 
ested in the two corporations were so far the same 
that the defendant herein was affected with notice of the 
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existence of the claim, which was subsequently reduced 
to judgment. The liability of the defendant is thus clear- 
ly established, and judgment must be rendered accord- 
ingly. As the plaintiff is suing as receiver under a judg- 
ment of sequestration for the equal benefit of all creditors, 
and there is no question here of the rights of stockholders, 
the judgment to be awarded should limit his recovery 
against the defendant to such a sum as may be necessary 
to pay all of the debts of the old company, and the costs 
and expenses of the sequestration proceedings.” 





The following are three recently published decisions 
in insurance law: 

Statements in proofs of loss as to the cause of death, 
which were made in good faith upon information re- 
ceived from the attending physician, are held, in John 
Hancock Mutual L. Ins. Co. v. Dick (Mich.), 44 L. R. A. 
846, to be insufficient to estop the beneficiary from show- 
ing that death resulted from another cause. The au- 
thorities on the question of the conclusiveness of proofs 
of loss as against the insured or his beneficiaries are re- 
viewed in the annotation to this case. 

A conveyance of insured premises by the insured and 
his wife to their son, who immediately reconveys to the 
wife of the insured, although the transaction is in pur- 
suance of an agreement that the wife shall hold the title 
in trust for her husband, is held, in Farmers’ & M. Ins. 
Co. v. Jensen (Neb.), 44 L. R. A. 861, to be within the 
provision of the policy that a conveyance of title without 
the insurer’s consent shall terminate the insurance. 

A corporation which undertakes to guarantee a fixed 
revenue per acre for farming lands, and which, in order 
to do so, contracts for a specified consideration to pay 
such fixed amount per acre for the crop grown upon such 
land, irrespective of its value, is held, in Re Hogan (N. 
D.), 45 L. R. A. 166, to be an insurance company within 
the provisions of the statutes regulating insurance busi- 
ness. 





In Rice v. Reed the English Court of Appeal (Oct. 31, 
1899) held that a plaintiff in conversion may compromise 
his claim with one of the defendants without losing his 
right against the others, a reduction being given for the 
amount secured. 

The action was brought for the conversion of a quan- 
tity of sawdust. The plaintiff had had in his employ a 
man named Soltau, who unlawfully sold to the defend- 
ant sawdust belonging to plaintiff, who thereupon charged 
Soltau with larceny and obtained a conviction against 
him. After Soltau had been given into custody, but be- 
fore his conviction, plaintiff commenced an action against 
Soltau and the trustees of the Birkbeck Bank, into which 
bank Soltau had paid the proceeds of the sales of saw- 
dust, the action being for £1,500 money had and received 
for plaintiff’s use. The plaintiff also claimed an injunc- 
tion restraining the bank from parting with £1,500 and 
restraining Soltau from drawing it out. The plaintiff 
after obtaining an interim injunction, entered into an 
arrangement with Soltau, by which it was arranged that 
the sum of £1,136 should be paid to the plaintiff out of 
the account at the bank in full settlement of all claims 
against Soltau, and that the action should be stayed with- 
out prejudice to the plaintiff’s right to proceed against 
the present defendant. In the meantime the plaintiff had 


commenced the present action, in which he claimed £5,000 
damages. At the trial the jury found that the defendant 
knew that Soltau was dealing with the sawdust in an 
improper manner, and judgment was given for the plain- 
tiff, the question of the amount of damages to be referred 
to a referee, and credit to be given to the defendant for 


—_— 


The Lord Chief Justice rendered the following opin- 
ion: 

“This is an action of trover, and the question left to 
the jury was whether the defendant had received the 
goods in question knowing them to have been stolen by 
the plaintiff’s agent. The answer of the jury was that 
the defendant knew that the plaintiff's agent was dealing 
improperly with the goods. The question now is whether 
the plaintiff was estopped from maintaining the action by 
reason of having elected to affirm the acts of his agent 
in dealing with the goods. It is clear that the plaintiff 
never had any intention of foregoing his remedy against 
the defendant. In the first place, he had in his arrange- 
ment with Soltau consented to receive the sum of £1,136 
only, though he alleged that the goods wrongfully dealt 
with were worth £5,000. And, in the second place, he 
had expressly stipulated that the arrangement with Soltau 
was not to prejudice any claim he might have against the 
defendant. The question is: Were the circumstances of 
the case such as to require the Court to hold that the 
plaintiff had so acted as to estop himself from maintain- 
ing this action? After looking at the facts I have come 
to the conclusion that the Court is not obliged to say, 
contrary to the fact that the plaintiff had exclusively 
elected to treat the sales by Soltau as if they had been 
authorized by him. No doubt the alternative claim in- 
dorsed on the writ in the action against Soltau raises 2 
difficulty. But in my opinion that alone, in the circum- 
stances of this case, is not sufficient to prevent the plain- 
tiff from maintaining this action. The effect of the cases 
which had been cited was to show that in this case there 
was no such stoppel as the defendant contended.” 








CRIMINAL ACTS OF CORPORAITIONS AND 
THEIR PUNISHMENT. 





By Judge Cicero J. Lindley. 


(Being an address delivered before the States Attorney's 
Association of the State of Illinois.) 

I feel some delicacy in attempting to discuss before 
you to-night a subject so broad and comprehensive as 
the one assigned to me, and I feel confident that I will 
not be able, in the discussion of the question, to do more 
then call your attention to facts which you are doubtless 
already conversant with. In America private wealth 
has reached a degree of development never before known 
either here or elsewhere. With this growth of private 
and personal wealth comes an increase of private and 
personal freedom, intelligence, independence of thought, 
and the free and untrammelled exercise of private judg- 
ment. That the owners who seek to increase the same, 
and at all times endeavor to lessen the individual respon- 
sibility, and successfully overcome or reduce all competi- 
tion to the minimum, comes as inevitable as the sunshine 
or the tides. In the common desire to increase the power 
which wealth possesses in the hands of individuals, to 
secure the advantages of perpetuity and a counsel for the 
guidance of enterprise and executive headship, who is 
skilled with a personal capacity to command in industry, 
persons have combined their means in capitalized corpo- 
rations, until from two-thirds to three-fourths of all the 
personal wealth of the advanced nations, productively 
employed, is managed by corporate companies. 

The corporation is as much a more intensive produc- 
tive agent than the individual, as the individual is more 
productive than the commune. A corporation can be 
held absolutely to its one purpose night and day, year in 
and year out, without caprice, diversion, amusement or 
dissolution. It has been said: “That a higher and finer 
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stage of law is essential to corporate ownership than 
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to individual, but given the stage of legal protection, 
adequate to render its existence possible, it supersedes 
the individual wherever energy, skill and power are con- 
ditions of success.” Corporations differ from individual 
enterprises in the fact that to succeed in an individual 
enterprise, the individual himself must be conversant 
with the duties and general management of his busi- 
ness, but in corporations he can invest in that in which 
he has almost no knowledge, and in so doing may give 
effective aid to many enterprises without the labor of 
mastering their details. It is further true that while cor- 
porations pursue wealth more singly than individuals, 
they are permitted by the longer tenure and divided 
risks to pursue it more patiently as to time with a smaller 
need of clutching immediate returns, and more broadly 
as to means where that which is to-day a means of sow- 
ing may be in the future a means of reaping. 

It cannot be denied that the rapid development of the 
United States, which has astounded the world, has been 
largely due to combinations of individual wealth col- 
lected in large corporations for the purposes of enter- 
prise. We owe much as a new country to them, but it 
is also true that as a country develops more fully, be- 
comes more thickly settled and the individuals accumu- 
late more wealth, the corporations seek to overstep the 
bounds of their charters and the laws of the country, and 
commit crimes. On the 4th of July in 1829 Charles Car- 
roll, of Carrollton, whose remarkable signature adorns 
the Declaration of Independence, presided over the cere- 
mony of the beginning of the work upon the first rail- 
road in the United States, remarking as he did so: “That 
he considered the act second in importance in his life only 
to the signing of that Declaration, if indeed, it was sec- 
ond to that.” And who can estimate, who can foresee, 
much less calculate, the measure of value that the rail- 
roads have been to the progress of this country, or will 
be to the further development of our Western civilization? 
Yet it has been necessary to restrain them by many acts 
of the legislatures, both national and state. 

The entailing of estates is prohibited by the laws of 
our country, yet this law is effectively evaded by the 
investment of large capital in large corporations that 
can be handed down from one generation to another, as 
illustrated in the case of the Vanderbilts, Goulds and 
others. Because a corporation leads its own life, as it 
were, quite unaffected by any change of members, it is 
in fact a stranger, to all intents, to its stockholders. 

Chief Justice Marshall defines a corporation: “As 
an artificial being, invisible, intangible and existing only 
in contemplation of law.” The Supreme Court of the 
United States has said: “That a corporation company is 
an association of individuals acting as a single person, 
by their corporate name.” Thus we must conclude that 
a corporation is a person created by law, having their 
rights, powers and duties prescribed by law, which is set 
forth in the charter creating this corporate person. When- 
ever, wherever or however they may violate their charter 
giving them existence, they commit a crime against the 
power which created them, and to which they must at all 
times be amenable. And it is your duty together with 
the Attorney-General of Illinois, as the representative 
of this creating power, to enforce the laws that are upon 
the statute books rigidly and without favor, thus lessen- 
ing the crimes that may be committed by corporate 
bodies. 

The broad field of competition in this rapidly develop- 
ing country gave rise to the creation of many corpora- 
tions organized for the same purpose. Legitimate com- 
petition is the life of the business of any country, but 
we find at the present time a new condition con- 
fronting us. This condition is created for the purpose 





of lessening competition by the consolidation of cor- 
porations into what is commonly called “trusts,” and 
it has heen properly said that they are of three kinds: 

First, partnership between corporations. 

Second, a corporation controlling other corporations. 

Third, a corporation buying out other companies in 
its line of business. 

A trust thus created commits a crime, because it vio- 
lates the law of corporations, and because it is contrary 
to public policy. Partnership between corporations and 
corporations controlling other corporations has been 
largely formed by creating trusts in the past; and al- 
though they are of recent origin in this country, yet 
they have been repeatedly before our courts and have 
been unable to stand successfully before the enforcemerit 
of the laws of the land, which they unquestionably vio- 
late by such unlawful combinations. 

Since the decision of the United States Supreme 
Court on the question of pooling, they have sought to 
create trusts in the third manner spoken of, by creating 
a corporation to buy out other corporations in a like line 
of business. This is the most pernicious form that a 
trust can assume, and the one that is the least open to 
legal objections. This kind of a corporation is gigantic 
in its purpose. It purchases property, machinery, stock 
in trade and good will of all the corporations and firms 
engaged in that kind of business, paying for all of this 
with its own stock. After such purchases have been 
made they operate at their will or keep idle the several 
factories purchased by them. They have entire control 
of the output of the various factories thus purchased, 
raising and lowering the price of the commodity that they 
control at will. That this is a crime against public policy 
and the public welfare cannot be successfully denied, and 
they deserve the fate that the Chicago gas trust received 
at the hands of the Supreme Court of Illinois, when it 
dissolved it, and such combinations should be declared 
illegal in all the respective states, as the Supreme Court 
of Michigan pronounced the Diamond Match Company 
illegal. That the state and the people have an interest 
in this matter seems clear to all, because no good has 
ever resulted from monopolies. These trusts are created 
professedly for the purpose of reducing expenses and 
lowering prices to the consumers, but in reality they 
are for the purpose of stifling and completely barring out 
competition. The offenders are corporations, the offense 
is a capital crime and the punishment is death. Both 
the trust itself, when it is incorporated and the corpora- 
tions that have entered into it, are subject at the suit of* 
the state to forfeiture of their franchises, which Black- 
stone in his work calls, “civil death of a corporation.” 
One of the great crimes committed by these combina- 
tions, trusts or monopolies is the fact that they destroy 
the individuality of their employes, who become mere 
machines in the hands of these bodies. It is a crime to 
seek to control absolutely the prices of products which 
under other conditions would be controlled by the laws 
of supply and demand in the open field where competition 
is free, the same as is true of natural products. 

In our own state of Illinois you are conversant with 
the act approved June 11, 1891, which declares that any 
corporation, partnership or individual which shall create 
or enter into any pool, trust, agreement, combination, 
confederation or understanding to regulate or fix the 
price of any article or merchandise or commodity, or to 
fix or limit the amount of quantity of any article, com- 
modity or merchandise to be manufactured, mined, pro- 
duced or sold in the state of Illinois, shall be adjudged 
guilty of conspiracy to defraud, and be subject to pun- 
ishment by fine or imprisonment. It also forbids cor- 
porations from issuing or owning trust certificates, or 
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from entering into any trust agreement with intent to 
limit or fix the price or lessen the production and sale 
of any article of commerce. It declares void all con- 
tracts or agreements in violation of the act, and provides 
that any purchaser of any article or commodity from any 
individual, company or corporation transacting business 
contrary to any provision of the act shall not be liable 
for the price or payment of such article or commodity. 

While this law prohibits the creation of corporations 
for purposes set forth in it, it does not prohibit corpora- 
tions created in other states from entering the boundary 
line of this state and doing business here. Restrained 
by. our laws, as they are, Illinois is not the birth place of 
trusts. I met a gentleman the other day in Chicago 
who said to me that he had been down east; that he left 
Chicago on Thursday, and went to Delaware, took out 
articles of incorporation for a company and got back to 
Chicago on Monday. I asked him why he did not take 
out articles of incorporation in this state, and he made 
the reply that the laws of our state were not congenial 
to his purposes. If it is wrong to permit them to be cre- 
ated in this State, it is wrong to allow such corporations 
the privilege of doing business in this State, and should 
be considered a crime. 

Gentlemen, I wish to further urge in connection with 
this subject of trusts, that, as you well know, the laws upon 
the statute books of this state, regulating trusts, are in a 
very unsatisfactory condition; they have been passed at 
different sessions of the legislature to meet some partic- 
ular phase of the question—many of the acts conflict with 
each other—so there is nothing but absolute confusion 
and mere patchwork. And in view of the rapidly increas- 
ing number of trusts that are being formed, and in view of 
the further fact that Illinois presents, probably, the largest 
field for their operation in the United States, there ought 
to be placed upon the statute books not only a codifica- 
tion of the existing laws, but there should be passed a 
general law that would go to the very root of this ques- 
tion; and, as you are the representatives of the people, 
and in your hands is placed the prosecution of the crim- 
inal laws of this state, I know of no body of men better 
equipped to prepare such a law. And I would respect- 
fully suggest that you instruct your committee on law 
reform to carefully examine this question, and prepare 
such a bill as in the wisdom of this body will afford the 
necessary relief and proper punishment for crimes com- 
mitted by such trusts and corporations, and then present 
it to the next session of the legislature of this state. 


It sometimes occurs that acts of corporations are so 
closely allied with illegal and criminal acts of individuals, 
acting in conjunction with corporations, that it becomes 
necessary on the ground of public necessity, and to pre- 
serve the general peace and welfare of the people, that an 
officer charged with the execution of the faw has to reach 
both the corporation and the guilty individual. This is 
especially true in the case of the chief executive of a state 
in times of riot, strikes, etc. Take the recent labor trou- 
bles in Illinois for illustration. While it is true that the 
coal mining corporation of this state had a right to employ 
labor where they chose, and these laborers had a right 
to enter the state of Illinois and go to the places of their 
employment, that, in itself, would be no infringement of 
the law, but when parties not- residents of the state of 
Illinois, and not peace officers ofthe state, armed them- 
selves, and under the guise of armed guards invaded the 
state of Illinois, and accompanied such laborers, know- 
ing, or having good reason to know, that a riot would be 
precipitated, resulting in loss of life and destruction of 
property, then the criminal and illegal acts of individuals 
became so closely connecting with the acts of the cor- 
porations that the chief executive of this state had tfie 
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clear and unquestioned right, and it became and was his 
duty to interfere, both against the corporation and the 
individuals, in order that the peace and welfare of sociéty 
might be preserved. 

We will now consider, briefly, the punishment for 
crimes committed by corporations. e subject of 
crimes by corporations is one which has arisen very 
largely with the past generation. Not that prior to that 
time corporations were unknown, or offenses by such 
corporations were not or had not been committed, but 
it is within the past generation that corporations have 
assumed the vast magnitude and importance which they 
now bear with reference to the political economy of our 
country and the industrial trade of the land. Formerly 
the various business enterprises of the country were con- 
ducted upon a scale of greater or less importance by indi- 
viduals, who were answerable to the law for all acts done 
in relation to such business the same as though not con- 
nected therewith, and no difficulty has ever been experi- 
enced in any way in attempting to frame suitable means 
of punishment for crimes of persons committing them. 
Embarrassment has been felt from time to time because 
of insufficient laws, because of an ineffectual prosecution 
of them and because of miscarriage of justice, but no 
one has even doubted that the law was great enough to 
meet the situation and the dilemmas that might be pre- 
sented from time to time, and it has never been held to be 
an answer for a criminal offense that it was an act of an 
association of people banded together as one association 
or partnership, but not under the guise of incorporations 
for the purpose of transacting any matters of business, 
While it is true that at the present day a vast number 
of enterprises are carried on by associated individuals, 
still it has become the rule that for the purpose of prose- 
cuting a business transaction of magnitude and impor- 
tance that it shall be done under and by virtue of the 
incorporation laws of the state where its business will be 
located, or under and by virtue of the incorporation laws 
of some other state whose provisions are more liberal 
than those of the place of residence of the corporation. 

With the creation of these corporations, so long as 
they are managed by men will be found closely associated 
and intimately allied, wrongful acts, evil deeds and 
crimes. The subject is one of vast importance and far 
reaching importance in the present day of commercial 
competition, strife and greed. There can be and there is 
no question but that by incorporated companies crime has 
become prevalent and that those who perpetrate and 
execute these criminal acts seek to hide behind the mask 
and legal form of the corporation so created. So long 
as a corporation has been in existence many difficulties 
have been met in solving the question how wrongful 
acts which are committed by it could be punished. A 
corporation has been defined to be “an artificial being, 
invisible, intangible and existing only in the contempla- 
tion of law, and possessing only those properties which 
the charter of its creation confer upon it, either expressly 
or as incidental to its very existence.” 

From the very nature of the organization of a corpora- 
tion it is apparent that nearly every crime known to the 
law can be committed by it. It may, and frequently does, 
commit the crime of murder, and the crime of man- 
slaughter is an every day occurrence upon the part of 
some of the incorporated companies of the land. Bur- 
glary, arson, fraud, false pretense, confidence games, 
swindling, cheating, the forming of unlawful combina- 
tions, trusts, combines and trade monopolies, and all the 
wrongful acts growing out of their creation are of com- 
mon occurrence. The violation of the law with reference 
to the rights and powers of incorporations are matters so 
common as not to excite even a ripple of comment. 
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From the invisible and intangible nature of a corpora- 
tion, it can be at once seen that, having no physical being, 
it cannot be imprisoned, and it cannot be put to death 
except by destroying its charter. Indeed, it has been 
argued and upon several occasions held, that an incor- 
poration was not subject to indictment. Before con- 
sidering the subject further, it may not be out of place 
for a time to note what has been from time to time laid 
down as the law governing this subject by the courts of 
nisi prius and of last resort. 

Malice, willfulness and guilty intent cannot be pre- 
dicated of a corporation, although they may well be of 
its members. A corporation cannot be indicted for trea- 
son or for felony or for crime punishable by imprison- 
ment. In State v. Morris & Essex Railroad Company, 
23 N. J. Law 264, Green, chief justice, says: “The law is 
well settled that a corporation aggregate is liable to in- 
dictment.” It is said, indeed, by a aedleedhy that a cor- 
poration cannot commit treason, felony or other crime 
in its corporate capacity, citing the case of Sutton Hos- 
pital 10 Coke, 32. The original authority is simply that 
one corporation cannot commit treason. While it is con- 
ceded that a corporation cannot, from its nature, be guilty 
of treason, felony or other crime involving malice or other 
animus in its commission, it is believed there is no author- 
ity, ancient or modern, which denies the liability of a cor- 
poration aggregate to indictment except an anonymous 
case said to have been decided by Chief Justice Holt in 
the Court of King’s Bench in the 13th William III. 
(1701.) The case is reported in 12 Mod. 559 briefly as fol- 
lows: Note per Holt, Chief Justice. “A corporation is 
not indictable, but the particular members of it are.” It 
may well be doubted whether this is not one of those 
cases which extorted from Lord Holt the bitter com- 
plaint of his reporters. “That the stuff which they pub- 
lished would make posterity think ill of his understanding 
and that of his brethren on the bench.” Aside from the 
apocryphal character of the report, it is hardly credible 
that so learned and accurate a judge as Lord Holt should 
have laid down the broad proposition imputed to him by 
his reporters. It is certain that when he was chief justice 
of the King’s Bench there were cases before that court 
of indictment against quasi corporations for neglect to 
repair roads and bridges. Regina v. County of Wilkes, 
I, Salk, 359; the Queen v. Inhabitants of Cluworth, 6 
Mod. 163. And it was repeatedly held by the early 
English decisions that a corporation was indictable in 
the corporate name, and the course of precedence thereof 
has been uniform for centuries, and the doctrine has fre- 
quently been taken for granted both in arguments and 
by the judges, being so held in the case of Langforth 
Bridge Cro. Car. 365, and a long list of subsequent Eng- 
lish cases. 

An indictment lies against a corporation for a nuis- 
ance, and the liability may arise from a non-feasance or 
an omission to perform a legal duty or obligation as well 
as from a misfeasance or the doing of an act unlawful in 
itself and injurious to the rights of others. Louisville & 
Nashville Company v. State 3 Hoad (Tenn.) 523. In 1866 
in the Queen v. Stevens, L. 2 B., 702, it was held that 
the owner of works’ carried on for his profit by his agents 
is liable to be indicted for a public nuisance caused by 
acts of his workmen in carrying on the work, though 
done without his knowledge and contrary to his original 
orders. A corporation may be indicted for improperly 
erecting and continuing a building and placing and leav- 
ing railroad cars in the public highway, for habitual 
failure to give signals or warnings of approach- 
ing trains for the safety of travelers at intersecting roads, 
for cutting through and obstructing public highways, 
for neglecting to repair sea banks and ditches to protect 





land from the sea when the charter imposes such a pub- 
lic duty. For failure of a railroad company to obey a 
judicial order directing it to make certain arches to con- 
nect dissevered lands. For permitting a pool of water to 
form on its land and to become stagnant, or to percolate 
upon land adjoining a canal. A corporation may be in- 
dicted for liability where a statute prohibits the doing of 
a certain act, and if its officers and employes pre: 4 
commit the offense prohibited in such a way and at suc 
times as to justify the inference that they had authority 
from the corporation, the“offense may be imputed to the 
corporation. 

A corporation has been held liable to indictment for 
Sabbath breaking in the shipment of goods on Sunday 
contrary to the provisions of the statute. A corporation 
has been held liable to indictment and punishment for 
violation of the excise laws, the revenue laws and the 
illicit manufacture, sale and gift of intoxicating liquors, 
for assault and battery and for libel. In short, the deci- 
sions go to the effect that a corporation under any and 
all circumstances is liable for its acts which are in vio- 
lation of the criminal laws of the land. From an inspec- 
tion of the authorities there seems to be one possible 
exception, and that is a corporation in the hands of a 
receiver is not liable to an indictment for offenses com- 
mitted by him, and the court so held in the case of the 
State v. Vermont Central Railroad Company, 30 Ver., 
110. In every crime committed by a corporation we must 
not lose sight of the fact that there is also a crime com- 
mitted by an individual, or by individuals, for the only 
way in which a corporation can put in operation any act 
authorized by it, is through its agents and servants, and 
it is difficult to conceive how an agent or servant can 
perform a wrongful act upon the behalf of an incorpora- 
tion without at the same time rendering himself per- 
sonally liable for the wrongful act committed by him, 
even though it be in his representative capacity. 

The guilt of a corporation may be made to appear 
by the same evidence that would show guilt on the part 
of an individual, and it has been held to be the law, by 
the courts before whom such questions were pending, 
that the officers, agents and employes of a corporation 
cannot be made to testify to acts which would tend to 
create criminal liability upon the part of the corporation, 
or of themselves. It has also been held that a corporation 
cannot be compelled to produce its books, or to allow 
their inspection when so doing will expose it to indict- 
ment. 

In the absence of a statutory provision the same 
statute of limitation applies in the case of a crime by a 
corporation as a crime by an individual. In the indict- 
ment the act must be set out to be the act of the corpora- 
tion committing it, giving its appropriate corporate name, 
and this being done, no reference need be made to the 
name of the servant or agent whose act carried into 
effect the unlawful purpose of the cor] oration, nor need 
reference be made to the fact that a corporation has 
committed this act through the agency or medium of a 
servant, officer or employee. In all other respects the 
indictment may be to the same purport and effect as an 
indictment stating an offense against a single person 
committing a similar crime. 

The manner in which a capias based upon an indict- 
ment or information may be served upon the corpora- 
tion has been the subject of controversy and some little 
doubt. It has, in a rare case or two, been held that the 
process might be served by apprehending and bringing 
into court one or more of the officers of the corporation. 
but for this no reputable authority can be found, and. 
indeed, it is questionable if such action has ever been 
approved by any court of reputable authority. Care 








568 


THE AMERICAN LAWYER. 








must be taken in this connection to distinguish the fore- 
going remark from the case where an officer of a cor- 
poration has also been indicted as well as the corpora- 


tion itself. Bishop, in his work on New Criminal Pro- 
cedure, paragraph 590, with appropriate reference to a 
good collection of reputable authorities, lays down, as it 
seems to the speaker, the correct rule. He says: “A 
corporation is an intangible creature of the law which 
cannot be seized, or held, or imprisoned, or hung like a 
human being, therefore the only method for obtaining 
the necessary control of it is by notice served on its 
proper officers and steps taken to force it to appear by 
attorney, for without an appearance there can be no 
sentence—judgment by default being unknown in crim- 
inal cases.” At common law, said Smith, chief justice, in 
the case of the State v. W. N. C. Railroad 89 N. C. 584, 
this was done by the issue of a summons and its service 
upon the principal or head officer of the company, and if 
it did not appear as it only could appear, by a duly con- 
stituted attorney, a distringas was awarded under which 
its goods and lands were seized to compel an appearance, 
or, as expressed by Patterson, judge, in the case of Re- 
gina v. Birmingham Railroad Company 3 Q. B. 222, the 
proper mode of proceeding against a corporation to en- 
force the remedy by indictment is by distress infinite to 
compel appearance. In most all of our states the course is 
prescribed by statute. In Illinois it would seem that the 
mecessary method would be to proceed by a summons 
to the corporation to appear and defend. After appear- 
ance it becomes immaterial whether the preceding steps 
were regular or not. 

In Boston, etc. Railroad Company v. State, 32 N. H., 
215, it was held that a judgment may be rendered against 
a corporation upon an indictment upon default of ap- 
peatance after due notice to appear. This, it would seem, 
would be the correct rule and would undoubtedly be so 
held by the courts of last resort in this state. Upon the 
appearance the trial would proceed as though the offense 
was charged against a single person. Evidence, which 
under similar circumstances, would be admissible against 
individuals, would be admissible against corporations, 
and, with but rare exceptions, the defense allowed would 
not be other or different than that which might be in- 
terposed by a defendant. A corporation, no more than 
an individual, could plead to an indictment the want of 
funds. Succeeding the trial, should a conviction be had, 
the only punishment which may be inflicted as against 
a corporation would be the imposition of a fine, or a 
revocation, forfeiture or annulment of its charter. If a 
corporation assumes to perform acts against an expressed 
power not authorized by its charter, and which are un- 
lawful for that reason, the attorney-general, and in many 
cases the state’s people’s and prosecuting attorneys, may, 
in appropriate action, commence proceedings to revoke 
and annul its charter. For the unlawful and criminal 
acts of the individuals who carry out and enforce the 
policy of the corporation, indictment may be had, process 
may be issued and served, trial conducted and punish- 
ment follow as in ordinary case of crime by a single 
person. 








THE CRIMINAL APPEARANCE? 





By Clark Bell, Esq., LL. D., of New York. 





The “Speaker” has an interesting article under this 
title in which it is claimed that there is such a distinct 
family resemblance in criminals as to be easily recogniza- 
ble, without requiring the abilities of a Lombroso to de- 
tect it. Exempting a few cases of first offenders, who 





*From advance sheets of the “Medico-Legal Journal.” 








have fallen victims to a sudden temptation, the resem- 
blance of criminals as a class is apparent even to the cas- 
ual observer. In the habitual offender, the true natural 
criminal, the author claims “that it is extraordinary how 
closely one resembles another within certain well defined 
limits.” 

All students of criminology recognize this as a fact 
and Lombroso makes it the basis of his theory of the 
criminal type. Experienced judges of long practice in 
the criminal courts recognize this, and the physiognomy 
is rarely at fault, especially where it is pronounced and 
well developed. 

This is also believed by chiefs of police and prison offi- 
cials who have had large experience among, and contact 
with, habitual criminals. The writer in the “Speaker” 
divides criminals into two classes, and in the ordinary 
sense only two classes: the one order relating to crimes 
where brutality is the motive, the other meanness. The 
one class relating as a rule to offenses against the person 
or an individual, the other against property. 

These classes while differing in detail in many physical 
features, both are stamped with the same general char- 
acteristics. All the members in either class are extraordi- 
narily alike, whilst in both classes one finds something 
which is not exactly the expression of a definite char- 
acteristic, but constitutes such a general air and appear- 
ance, as at once marks the convict. 

The type of these two classes although they may “have 
been cast in exactly opposite kind of moulds, the action 
of the criminal life has worn down to a dead level of 
sameness.” So that while at first sight the greater diver- 
gences may not be readily apparent, a closer examination 
would reveal startling differences. 

The one class may present as a characteristic an ex- 
pression bold and aggressive ; the other servile and cring- 
ing. The one may be brutal and the other cowardly, but 
in both and each there will be presented that forbidding 
aspect that causes the child to cry or the dog to snarl at 
the sight of the criminal face. We have an intuitive 
sense of what all men recognize as a criminal, it may 
have the hang-dog look, or the sneak thief air. We in- 
stantly recognize it and we never associate that open, hon- 
est face with a crime which we never see in a criminal. 

If in a case of doubt the accused had, what we all 
recognize as a good, honest, truthful face, the jury would 
rarely convict. If the face was of the opposite or crim- 
inal type the verdict would often be the other way. 

Abnormalities in natural characteristics often reveal 
the criminal. This is shown by facial and physical meas- 
urements. 

The criminal is not found with the usual, ordinary, 
average and normal measurements. Take the head for 
example. In the criminal it is either abnormally large or 
abnormally small; rarely medium or average size. His 
lips are either very thin or compressed; or the reverse, 
very thick and flabby. His eyes very small, beady and 
sunken, or very aggressive and staring. His hands very 
delicate and small, or very large and coarse; his forehead 
very low and narrow and receding, or very square and 
protruding; his neck very long and thin, or very short 
and thick; the physical characteristics rarely normal, 
usually abnormal. 

Hepworth Dixon says, “A handsome face is a thing 
rarely seen in a prison.” “Beautiful faces,” says another 
expert, “are rarely found in criminals.” The writer in 
the “Speaker” quotes both these and says: 

“Tf one thinks of those who have been convicted during 
the last ten years one can recall few instances of notorious 
prisoners with any claim to good looks. Mrs. Maybrick 


and Mrs. Osborne form exceptions, but no others rise to 
the mind.” 
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We do not know as to Mrs. Osborne, but the good, 
honest, beautiful and truthful face of Mrs. Maybrick fully 
justifies the universal belief in her innocence, that prevails 
among the great mass of her countrymen and all English- 
men who know her. 

Her face is quite incompatible with guilt, and it is a 
marvel that the writer in the “Speaker” did not see from 
her face, in the light shown by a careful inspection of it, 
that she was innocent of the crime for which she suffers 
so unjustly a long continued imprisonment. It was Cap- 
tain Dreyfus’ honest, and not criminal face, that satisfied 
all the world outside of France of his innocence before 
the suicide of Henry, his confessions, and those of Ester- 
hazy demonstrated it. Neither Captain Dreyfus nor Mrs. 
Maybrick are criminals. They neither of them have a 
criminal face. 

The composite criminal face is obtained by photo- 
graphing one criminal face upon another in large num- 
bers, and the face remaining is a clear, well-pronounced 
face of the well-known criminal type. 

Havelock Ellis printed an example of this type of face 
in his Book on Criminality. 

Every one recognizes it instinctively and instantly at 
a glance as the face of a criminal. 

This portrait in Dr. Havelock Ellis’ book closely re- 
sembles the face of a man who by some singular eccen- 
tricity of the chapter of accidents is a member of the Bar 
of New York city. He is not well known, and cannot 
necessarily acquire prominence nor distinction in that pro- 
fession at least on the meritorious side. 

If I should reproduce that face without labelling it at 
all, the strong resemblance would be at once recognized 
by every one who knows this man, but few of the Bar 
even know him. 

He has thus far never been convicted of crime, but 
those with whom he has practiced pronounce him as en- 
tirely destitute of any moral instincts. He is a monu- 
mental liar, frequently lying where the truth would have 
served his purpose better, and from sheer love of lying. 
He has no superior in mendacity, and if he keeps out of 
prison it will be a marvel. 


The physiognomist asserts, and no doubt truthfully, 
that crime and criminal instincts and propensities are re- 
flected in the human face. 

I believe it to be true. The habitual criminal usually 
carries in his face the ineradicable evidence of his criminal 
life, instincts and propensities. 

Where we see it fully developed, well defined and un- 
deniable, we may feel sure of the criminal. 

It is much like the evidence the face gives in a similar 
way of the existence of insanity. 

In the famous trial of George Francis Train I asked 
an eminent expert if he could swear to the existence of 
insanity by the expression of the face, and especially the 
eye. 

He replied, “Yes, I can frequently detect the existence 
of insanity by the expression, particularly of the eye.” 

Q. “Is it an infallible test?” 

A. “Yes; when I see it I know and can swear positive- 
ly that it does exist. If I do not see it I cannot swear 
positively that insanity does not exist. If present it is an 
infallible and sure test.” 

Q. “Look at those present at this trial. (The court 
room was crowded, the trial proceeding before Hon. 


Noah Davis.) Do you see among those present any in-/ 
sane person ?” 

A. “Yes, several.” 

Q. “How do you recognize them?” 

A. “By the expression of the face, and particularly 
the eye.” 


Q. “Would you be willing to testify positively as to 





these cases without previous examination of or any per- 
sonal knowledge of the individuals?” 

A. “Yes, I see several persons in this audience that I 
can state positively that I believe them to be insane, and 
can point them out if desired, whose names even I do not 
know and have never seen before.” 

Crime registers itself in the face of man, and reveals 
and announces itself to the eye of the enlightened student 
of the science. The intuition of man alone, guided by the 
practical and enlightened study of the subject, can surely 
and safely detect it, when it is found and revealed. 

Like insanity, it does not inevitably reveal itself. It is 
possible that a man might be a criminal and the face ex- 
pression not register it unmistakably. 

I doubt if it would not in such cases be to some extent 
shadowed and faintly hidden. Its absence would not be 
absolute, not be certain proof, but its presence when fully 
defined, clear and undisputable, is as clear and accurate 
an indication of the criminal as can be found, to the eye 
of the enlightened, intelligent and accurate observ: . 
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Full text of the latest decisions of Appellate and Supreme Courts com- 
mi rperation and Snencial matte and invelving pointe of practios vale. 
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THE DOCTRINE OF COMITY AS APPLIED TO 
ACTIONS BY CORPORATIONS. 


E. F. Kirwan Mfg. Co. v. Truxton, Sheriff, etc. 
(Superior Court of Delaware, decided April, 1899.) 

Where under the laws of the corporation’s domicile, a receiver has been 
appointed, and the right to sue taken from it, the courts of Delaware 
cannot on grounds of comity permit it to sue therein or to exercise any 
of the powers of which it has been deprived. 

Lewis C. Vandegrift, Charles M, Curtis and A. F. Polk, for 
plaintiff. Herbert H. Ward, Charles F. Richards and Charles 
W. Cullen, for defendants. 


Spruance, J. This is an action of trespass de bonis 
asportatis brought by the plaintiff, the E. F. Kirwan Manufac- 
turing Company, a corporation of the State of Maryland, 
against D. Truxton, the late Sheriff of Sussex County, for the 
recovery of damages for the taking and converting of certain 
goods and chattels of the plaintiff. The declaration of the 
plaintif€’ company is in the usual form. The only remaining 
pleas are three pleas in abatement, the material parts of which 
areasfollows: “First, that the plaintiff was, before the bring- 
ing of this suit, a corporation existing under the laws of the 
State of Maryland, having its principal place of business in the 
city of Baltimore, and that during the existence of said cor- 
poration it was subject to and governed by the laws of the State 
of Maryland. That chapter 263 of the Laws of 1894 of the 
said State of Maryland provides as follows: 


“Whenever any corporation in this State shall have been 
determined by legal proceedings to be insolvent, or shall be 
proven to be insolvent by proof offered under any bill filed 
under the provisions of this section, it shall be deemed to have 
surrendered its corporate rights, privileges and franchises, and 
may be adjudged to be dissolved after the hearing, according 
to the practice of courts of equity in this State, upon a bill 
filed for that purpose in the Circuit Court of Baltimore city, 
or in the Circuit Court No. 2 of Baltimore city, if the principal 
office of the corporaton is located therein, or in the circuit 
court of any county, if the principal office or place of busi- 
ness of said corporation be therein located, or if the cer- 
tificate of its incorporation be recorded therein; and such bill 
may be filed by any stockholder, shareholder or creditor of said 
corporation, or by the Attorney-General of the State of Mary- 
land, or by the State’s attorney of the city or county in 
which the principal office of said corporation is located. But 
this section shall not apply to any railroad company chartered 
by this State.’ 

“That section 269 and section 274 of article 23 of the 
Public General Laws of Maryland, adopted by the General 
Assembly of Maryland, March 14, 1888, provide as follows: 

“ ‘Sec. 269.—Where receivers of the estate or effects of any 
corporation shall be appointed by a court, upon or before the 
dissolution of any corporation, they shall be vested with all 
the estate and assets of every kind belonging to such ccr- 
poration, from the time of their qualifying as receivers, and 
shall be trustees thereof for the benefit of the creditors of such 
corporation and its stockholders and they shall proceed to 
wind up the affairs of such corporation under the direction of 
the court by which they shall have been appointed, and shall 
have all powers which shall be necessary for that purpose.’ 

“ ‘Sec, 274.—Whenever the receiver of the property or effects 
of a corporation shall be appointed before the dissolution, or 
afterward, new suits may be brought and carried on by any 
such receivers, either in their own names and capacities as 
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such receivers, or in the name of the corporation for which 
they shall have been appointed; but no new suits shall be 
brought in the name of the corporation after it shall have been 
dissolved, or after the expiration of its charter.’ 
| “That before the bringing of this suit, to wit, on the 9th day 
of November, 1895, pursuant to the provisions of said laws of 
Maryland, upon the bill of complaint of certain of its cred- 
itors against the said corporation, in the Circuit Court No. 2 
of Baltimore city, and upon the answer of said corporation, it 
Was ordered that two persons therein named be appointed re- 
ceivers of said corporation, with power and authority to take 
charge and possession of the goods, wares, and merchandise, 
books, papers, and effects of the said corporation, and to col- 
lect the outstanding debts due the said corporation; and the 
said corporation was thereby required to yield up and deliver 
to the said receivers its goods, wares, and merchandise, books, 
papers and effects, subject to the further order of said court. 
That afterward, to wit, on the 10th day of November, 1895, 
pursuant to the order of the said court, the said receivers gave 
bond, with surety, conditioned for the faithful performance of 
their duties. That afterward, to wit, on the 13th day of No- 
vember, 1895, pursuant to the said laws of Maryland, it was 
ordered by the said court that a certain other person therein 
named be appointed receiver to act in conjunction with the 
two receivers appointed as aforesaid, with like powers and re- 
sponsibility. That afterward, on the day last aforesaid, pur- 
suant to the order of said court, said additional receiver gave 
bond, with surety, conditioned for the faithful performance of 
his duties. That the orders and proceedings aforesaid, and the 
said receivership, continued and remained unrevoked at the 
time of the bringing of this suit and that the said receivers so 
appointed are, and were at the time of the bringing of this 
suit, in the exercise of their said offices ander the di- 
rection of said court.” Second. The same as the first 
plea, without setting forth the statute law of Mary- 
-jand recited in the first plea. Third. The same as the 
first plea, and further as follows: “That by virtue of the said 
proceedings in said circuit No. 2 of Baltimore city, and by 
force of the said statutes of the said State of Maryland, all the 
estate and assets of any kind belonging to said defendant 
corporation became vested in said receivers from the time 
of their qualifying as such, who thereupon became trustees 
thereof for the benefit of the creditors of said corporation, de- 
fendant and its stockholders, subject to the direction of said 
court by which they had been appointed. That thereafter, to 
wit, on the 3ist day of December, A. D., 1895, and before the 
bringing of this suit, the said receivers sold, subject to the 
ratification of the said Circuit Court No. 2 of Baltimore city, 
all the assets of every kind and description then, in the 
right or in the possession of the said receivers as such, ex- 
clusive of cash, and including therein all bills and accounts re- 
eeivable, choses in action, and credits formerly of the said E. 
¥. Kirwan Manufacturing Company of Baltimore city, said de- 





fendant in said Maryland suit, unto a certain George M. D. 
Tyler, of the said city of Baltimore, in the State of Maryland, 
which said sale was on the 15th day of January, A. D., 1896, 
and before the bringing of this suit, duly by said Circuit Court 
No. 2 of Baltimore city finally ratified and confirmed by an 
order and decree in said Maryland court then and there made.” 

To these pleas the plaintiff demurred. The causes of a 
demurrer to the first and second pleas remaining undisposed 
of are (1) that the plaintiff was competent to bring and main- 
tain its suit notwithstanding the statutes of the State of Mary- 
land in said plea set forth; (2) that the said suit was properly 
brought in the name of the plaintiff; (3) that the said action 
was rightfully commenced in the name of the plaintiff notwith- 
standing the appointment of receivers as alleged in said plea; 
(4) that the plaintiff had a right to have and maintain the said 
suit notwithstanding any allegation in said plea contained; (5) 
that the said plea is in other respects uncertain, informal] and 
insufficient. The causes of demurrer to the third plea remain- 
ing undisposed of are (1) that the said action was rightfully 
brought in the plaintiff's name notwithstanding the assign- 
ment by the said receivers in said plea mentioned; (2) that 
the said plaintiff had the right to have and maintain said 
action in its own name notwithstanding the assignment by the 
receivers in said plea mentioned; (3) that the said plea is 
in other respects uncertain, informal] and insufficient. 

It does not appear that the corporation plaintiff has been 
determined or proven to be insolvent, or adjudged to be dis- 
solved, in any suit or proceeding in Maryland under the said 
provisions of chapter 263 of the Laws of 1894, and these pro- 
visions therefore seem to have no application to the subject 
now under consideration. The pleas do not fully disclose the 
character of the said suit in equity by the creditors of the 
said corporation, but it is to be presumed that the court had 
jurisdiction of the cause, and that the appointment of said re- 
ceivers was valid under the laws of Maryland. The powers 
of such receivers are decided by the said sections 269 and 274 
of article 23 of the Public General Laws of Maryland of 18588, 
and among them is the power of receivers appointed befote or 
after the dissolution of the corporation to maintain suits either 
in their own names and capacities as such receivers, or in the 
name of the corporation for which they were appointed. Re- 
ceivers are the servants of the court appointing them, and they 
have no right to extraterritorial powers. Whether a receiver 
will be permitted to sue in a foreign court is therefore dis- 
cretionary with the court whose aid is invoked. By comity, re- 
ceivers are now generally permitted to maintain suits in other 
States for the protection of the interests and the enforcement 
of the claims of the corporations for which they were appointed, 
provided that the exercise of such privilege is not contrary to 
the policy of such States, or detrimental to the interests of 
their citizens or to the interests of others who have acquired 
rights there. Beach, Rec. §§ 16-18, 682; High, Rec. § 241; 
Hoyt v. Thompson, 5 N. Y.; 320; Runk v. St. John, 29 Barb. 
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585; Hurd v. City of Blizabeth, 41 N. J. Law, 1; Bagby v. 
Railroad Co., 86 Pa. St. 291; Insurance Co. v. Wright, 55 Vt. 
526; Bank v. McLeod, 88 Ohio, St. 174; Hunt v. Insurance 
Co., 55 Me. 290; Metzner v. Baur, 98 Ind. 425. In Stockbridge 
v. Beckwith, 6 Del. Ch. 72, 33 Atl. 620, Chancellor Saulsbury 
refused to grant to the receiver of an insolvent Maryland 
corporation, appointed by a court of that State, an injunction 
restraining the collection of judgments in foreign attachment 
proceedings in this State recovered against a resident of this 
State who was a debtor and garnishee of the said Maryland 
corporation. The chancellor said: “In the case before me, 
creditors of the corporation represented by the receiver have 
intervened. Two of these creditors are corporations of this 
State. The other is resident in the State of New York, but he 
has obtained a judgment in this State against the insolvent 
corporation of Maryland, and a judgment against a garnishee 
of that corporation, and is proceeding to collect the latter judg- 
ment. There is no principle of law or equity that forbids his 
doing so.” That case is to be regarded as within the excep- 
tion above stated, and not as impairing the general rule of 
comity. In the case now before us no creditor of the Maryland 
corporation has intervened, claiming any of its assets, nor does 
it appear that there is any policy of this State which would 
be contravened by allowing the said receivers to sue here. 

It is not necessary, however, that we should now decide 
whether the said receivers or their said assignee may sue 
here, or in what form such action should be brought. The 
proper time to deal with these questions will be when the re- 
ceivers or their assignee shall sue here, or apply for leave 
to do so. The only question raised by the demurrers which 
we are now required to determine is whether this action is 
properly brought. The evident purpose of the order of the 
Maryland court was to divest the said corporation of all control 
of its property and effects of every kind, and to place the 
same in the possession and control of the _ receivers, 
with power to collect the outstanding debts due or 
owing to the corporation, subject to the further orders 
of the court. It is evident that during the continuance of the 
said receivership the said corporation could maintain no ac- 
tion in Maryland for the recovery of its property or credits, as 
this would be inconsistent with and destructive of the powers 
vested in the receivers by the order of the court and the laws 
of the State. The powers conferred by the laws of one 
State can have no operation in another State, except by com- 
ity, and therefore a corporation cannot ae of right sue in any 
other jurisdiction than that from which it derived its corporate 
powers. The practice, however, is now universal in this coun- 
try to permit, by cemity, corporations of one State, having 
the right to sue there, to sue in the courts of another State, un- 
less the exercise of that privilege is repugnant to the interests 
or policy of such State. Bank v. Earle, 13 Pet. 519. But 
when by the laws of the State creating the corporation it has 
been deprived of the right to the possession or control of its 
assets, and the rights to sue in the courts of such State fo 
the recovery of any of its debts or rights of action, it woul 
be unreasonable to ask the courts of another State, upon 
grounds of comity, to permit such corporation to sue there, or 
to exercise any of the powers of which it had been deprived 
by the law of the State of its creation. In Hoyt v. Thompson, 
5 N. Y. 340—a case very similar to this—the court say: “What 
kind of comity can that be called which allows a foreign cor- 








poration to sue here in violation of the law of the State in 
which it was created? A corporation not allowed to sue 
in its own State certainly cannot be allowed by the friendly 
courtesy of another to bring its action there. The comity 
which allows a foreign corporation to sue in ordinary cases 
would forbid it in a case like the present.” The same com- 
ity which requires us to refuse to allow this corporation to 
sue here for the recovery of its assets might also be prop- 
erly invoked by the receivers against the corporation and 
its officers. In Bidlack v. Mason, 26 N. J. Eq. 232, the chancellor 
said: “On principles of comity, the aid of this court will be 
extended to a receiver of a foreign corporation seeking to ob- 
tain possession of property of the corporation here, as against 
the officers of the company who may be endeavoring by fraud 
or subterfuge to withhold it.” The order of the Maryland 
court appointing the receivers bound not only the parties to 
the suit, but all residents and corporations of that State, and 
comity requires us to refuse to aid them in any attempt to 
nullify the laws of their own State. In Bagby v. Railroad 
Co., 86 Pa, St. 291, where a receiver of a corporation had 
been appointed by a court of competent jurisdiction in another 
State, it was held that creditors residing in that State were 
bound by the decree appointing said receiver, and could not 
attach assets of the corporation in Pennsylvania which the 
receiver claimed. The court said that the allowance of such 
attachment would be “to infringe the comity we owe to the 
acts of their (the attaching creditors’) own courts within their 
jurisdiction. Instead of comity, this would be unfriendliness, 
for they ask us to aid them in the violation of their own law.” 
In Bacon v. Horne, 122 Pa. St. 452, 16 Atl. 794, where an as- 
signment for the benefit of creditors had been made in another 
State, in accordance with the laws of that State, it was held 
that creditors residing in that State could not attach the as- 
signed property in Pennsylvania. While, as has been said, it 
does not appear that the corporation has been dissolved, it does 
appear that by the operation of the laws of Maryland it has 
been stripped of the power’ to sue in the courts of that State. 
To allow it to sue here would be an unwarranted disregard of 
the laws of a sister State, instead of an act of comity. The 
demurrers are overruled. The plaintiff's counsel of record hav- 
ing ae _— a judgment of respondent ouster be rendered. 
it is so ordered. 








BRADFORD ARTHUR BULLOCK. 


We have a number of times within the last two years 
called attention to work originated and established by 
Mr. B. A. Bullock. On another page of this issue of the 
“American Lawyer” Mr. Bullock gives some illustrations, 
showing some of the results of his work. We have sev- 
eral times had occasion to examine his plan in detail, and 
in view of knowledge thus gained and our personal ac- 
quaintance extending over several years, we are sure that 
Mr. Bullock is competent to fulfill any representations he 
makes. He has a modern, well-equipped office, with sev- 
eral well-trained ‘assistants, and represents now about 
three times as many attorneys as he did two years age 
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WHY SOME LAWYERS SUCCEED. 





The average attorney knows nearly as much about how to place an advertisement, as the average woman knows about 


how to drive a nail. The a w usually makes “one mess of it,” and then calls in some one who can “ hit the nail on the 


‘head and drive it home.” 


Several of the more successful commercial and corporation lawyers have decided that they are too busy attending to 
‘business in hand to be able to properly pass upon the multitude of “ Agency and List” propositions submitted to them from 
week to week. These attorneys turn these offers over to me for an opinion. It is my business to know something of the 


value of every agency and list connection in the United States. 


When I see a good opening for these attorneys I advise them 


‘as to its value, and when requested, aid them to secure representation in the better lists, for which they pay with some of the 
money they save through my advices relative to other directories. 


MBANWHILE I GET BUSINESS, from numerous sources for these attorneys. 


When failures are imminent, | “locate” the creditors everywhere; when or before the failure occurs, | secure 


many of the claims direct and through forwarding offices. 


CAaPCaCa€- 8 << B<d<d 


ILLUSTRATION Wo. |. 


I quote letter dated January 15th, 1898, from an office I had 
represented then for five days: ‘‘ We are well satisfied with the 
services you have rendered us, thus far. We received some business 
through your efforts within three days after making contract with 
you. 

You undoubtedly have the correct idea as to how to secure a 
desirable commercial business. Your plans will certainly be bene- 
ficial to both the Merchant and the Lawyer.” 

November 3d, 1899, the same attorney wrote as follows : 

B. A. BULLOCK, 
New York City. 


Dear Sir :—‘‘ We desire to congratulate you upon the success 
ou have achieved in the establishment of your plan of ‘“ Personal 
Rapessentation.” 


“ You have been our agent and representative in New York City 
now for about two years, and during that time you have secured for 
us a large number of connections which we could not have made in 
any other way. In a number of instances we have received large 
claims direct from merchants and also a large number from the 
leading forwarding offices in your City. By reason of your experi- 
ence with the various offices and attorneys’ lists, you have saved us 
considerable money by advising us to avoid making contracts with 
those agencies. We have no hesitancy in recommending you and 
your plan to attorneys throughout the country. 

Thanking you for past favors, we remain, 


Yours very truly, 
” 


N. B.—Since this was written this office has sent in contract 
for 1900. 





4LLUSTRATION No. 2. 


My contract for services for an office in the Middle West began 
November 15th ; on the morning of that day I received telegrams ad- 
vising me of chattel mortgaged dealer, and before three o’clock of 
same day had wired three claims of three figures each, and wired 
them how to secure another claim of $1,311.32, in which, at this 
writing, it appears they were successful. 


ILLUSTRATION No. 3. 


On November 21st, attorneys I represent in Washington (State) 
wired relative to dealer there. I ‘‘ found” creditor in Wisconsin, 
wired attorneys 1 represent there, who secured the claim for 
Washington attorneys. Meanwhile I, through two offices in 
New York, secured four claims for the Washington attorneys, and 
have prospects for others. To my knowledge to date, claims have been 
mailed aggregating $1,417.13 in this matter. 





ILLUSTRATION No. 4. 


About eleven o’clock on November 2d, 1899, I received by mail a 
jist of creditors in one matter. At six o’clock, same day, I mailed to 
attorneys sending the list six claims, amounting to $3,095.81. 


ILLUSTRATION No. &. 


I find e. g. that I have directed to one firm I represent from 
Febraary 8th, to October 23d, 1899, claims aggregating $10,668.48 
from merchants and forwarders who had not prior to my 
recommendation sent any business to these attorneys. Of these I 
mailed five claims (handed me by creditors) aggregating #5,894.13. 
Of the others, some were sent by creditors direct ; some by forward- 
ers. Meanwhile I established for these attorneys a number of 
desirable connections that have forwarded considerable business, of 
which I have knowledge, but no record at hand. 


ILLUSTRATION No. 6. 


Attorneys I represent in Boston report claims sent to at- 
torney I represent in California, November 25th, of $544.39, and to 


attorneys | represent in Pennsylvania, November 27th, of§ 1,179 
on my recommendation. 


ILLUSTRATION No. 7. 


March 12th, 1898, I had advices re concern in financial trouble 
in Washington, D. C., and through my personal acquaintance and 
the co-operation of attorneys, I secured for Washi n attorneys 
claims from creditors in Louisville, Ky., Evansville, Ind., Duluth, 
Minn., and Wheeling W. Va. 


MERCHANTS LIKE THE PLAN. 
I quote from letter received from one of the largest millinery 
houses in New York : 
B. A. BULLOCK, 
220 Broadway, City. 


Dear Sir :—‘‘ Your early notification in the............ matter 
was thoroughly appreciated. You were nearly forty-eight hours 
ahead of Commercial Agency communications, and we are happy to 
say that telegraphic despatch enabled us to recall a part of our 
small shipments of goods to this party.” . 


N. B.—Attorneys I represent were chosen by wire to represent 


the claim for goods that had been shipped to same party by this 
house. 


eevee 043439393 


i might fill a full edition of this publication with unsolicited “ testimonial ” letters from attorneys, merchants and for- 
warders. I will furnish addresses of attorneys I represent and forwarders and merchants co-operating, to attorneys interested. 
Attorneys who desire to avail themselves of the most effective means known to increase their commercial business are invited 


to send stamp and references to 


BRADFORD 


NOVEMBER 29, 1899. 


ARTHUR BULLOCK, — 
ST. PAUL BUILDING, NEW YORK. 
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English Caw Dictionary, 


BY ARTHUR ENGLISH OF THE NEW YORK BAR, 
Formerly Ass’t Attorney Interior Dept., Washington, D. C. 
The different dictionary definitions hereto- 
fore published, have been more on the ~— 
of digests, encyclopedias or glossaries, in 
cluding as a rule, Maxims. Constantly chang- 
ing legislation effects definitions v ; 
ially. Therefore ——— definit 
a to be relied upon ess they on the 
— of what has already become the es- 
shed meaning. Again, the average at- 
sone has not the time or inclination to read 
columns er pages of matter when he looks for 
the definition of a word. 
English Dictionary gives complete defini- 
jons of legal terms and words and embraces 
those not given in any other law dictionary. 
Furnished in a single compact volume at a 
moderate price. One imperial 8vo. 
volume, law sheep,$6.50 net, or $7.00delivered. 


Fimerican Practice Reports. 

A series of reports containing leading cases 
decided in courts of authoritative jurisdic- 
tion of each stete, territory, cane and in 
rs United States Courts on points of 

ce, with complete and thorough annotation 
of of the int or points of adjective law printed 
after the decision. Volume one contains cases 
selected from those decided during the months 
of September, 1897, to September, 1898, with 
annotations and notes tten in 1899. 
Write for a sample number. 


Washington Law Book Company, 


WASHINGTON, D C. 


BAR ASSOCIATIONS AND LAW 
LIBRARIES. 


~ EXECUTIVE OFFICERS. , 








President—Charies F. aan ew York Ot 
a Hinkley, 215 N. Charies &t., Balti- 
Se Noah meen mass 


NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF 


( June 25, 1896. 
President— John Raa Philadelphia. , 


Secretary— William A. Prend: , New York. 
Treasurer—T. H. Green, Sioux Iowa. 


CREDIT MEN. 





, reek 
comer nteory cane 


Treasurer—E. K. Sumerwell, New York Ci 


@EORGIA. 
(Organized August 1, 1883.) 
Secretary Orvis A. Park R. Lamar, Augusta. 


A. Park, Macon. 
Troneare Harrison, Atlanta. 


(Organized eo 4, 1877.) 
President—Benson Wood, Effingh 
naeuens menos. H. Mathong Springfield. 


(Organized 2 — une ° 23, 1896.) 
President—R. 8. Taylor, Fort Wayne. 
pete ‘cores, Indianapolis. 
Treasurer—Theodore P. pomeng Noblesville. 

(Organized Secanher 27, 1804. 
Evesisent—1.. C. Haniiere, Orisinere, 
Secretary t, Tipton 
Treasurer—George F F. Henry, Des Moines, 


KANSAS. 
(Organized January 9, 1883.) 
Sener } Coleman. 


4 Center. 
Tressante— tiowell Jones, Topeka. 


KENTUCKY. 
ident—Maloolm Y 
os G. Poore, 


(Organised A 
President—Henry P. Dart b 
Sccretary— Wm. 8. Benedict, New Orleans. 


MAINE. 

(Organized March 18, 1891.) 
President— Wallace H. White, Lewiston. 
Secretary and weer oe Cc. 


Organised J _~ ~y 1, 1890.) 
President—. M. Thompson, Ann Arbor. 
Secretary—Arthur Brown, Ann Arbor. 
Treasurer—O. E. ae Ann Arbor. 


(Organised October 2 1883.) 


NEW HAMPSHIRE, (N. 
Organized Seong 7 = ~ 1882.) 


Secretary — George F. F. Hich, Be —_ 
Woodsville. 
NEW rer (Southern 
( November 28, 1891.) 

President - g W. Drew, Lancaster. 
Secretary and Treasurer—Arthur H. Chase, Concord. 
NEW JERSEY. 

Fresiient—Gueee M4 aq. , Camden. 
Treneurae—Ohes. . Back, Hud ‘Bete. 


( A a 19, 1886.) 
Zeetéent~ a kas Voom, 
Secretary— Edward L. Bartle ta Fe. 

Santa Fe. 
NEW YO 


Organized May 
Secretary Waker oat ad Ser ieee” 
= ic 
Curneapenditeg Secretary—L. B. Proctor, 
Treasurer—Henry A. Peckham, Albany. 
NORTH CAROLINA. 

( nized Feb. 10, 1899.) 
President—Chas. F. Warren, Washington. 
Secretary and ‘Treasurer—J. oe —— Chapel Hill. 

OKLAB 

c: zed J uly 1 10, 1890.) 
President—J. C. Strang, Guthrie. 

Secretary—J. L. Calvert, Guthri 
Treasurer—S. S. “ee Guthrie. 


8, 1876.) 


( ait aly 8. 1880.) 
Se 
— Trantz. sbian 
‘Treasurer—L. H. e, Toledo. 
OREGON. 


(Organized October 18, 1890.) 

President—W. W. Cotton, Portland. 
—Sanderson , Pertiand 

Treasurer—Chas. J. Schnabel, Portland. 








VERMONT. 
1 WeP. Staiford, St Jo 14, nen 


J 1888. 
preddet_witcESesee 


Secretary and ma Pr es 
J 
ome eg ng hn 
‘Treasurer— [aan a 
J 1886. 
(Organized July 8. ‘uly 8, ’ 


Secretary —T. M. Garvin, Wi 


Treasurer—W. N. Miller, Parkersburg. 
WISCONSIN. 
January 9, 1878.) 
President—E E 


Treasurer—S. C. —Corgetiva Haring Mitwankee. 


OD >a 


CONNECTICUT. 

The judges belonging to the Connecti- 
cut Probate Assembly held a meeting at 
the Capitol, in Hartford, on November 8, 
and discussed two questions of im- 
portance in probate law. The first was: 
“How should choses in action in suspense 
be inventoried, where State and Federal 
tax is likely to apply,” and the second 
was, “Ought marriage to affect the 
rights of a woman to manage, control or 
dispose of her estate, as if she were 
femme-sole?” Judge Catlin of Putnam 
and Judge Cleaveland of New Haven 
took prominent part in the debate. Judge 
Smith, of Suffield, presided over the 
meeting and Judge Banning of Deep 
River acted as secretary. Other judges 
present were: C. A. Catlin of Putnam, 
Isaac Gillette of Lebanon, W. H. Burn- 
ham of Hampton, N. E. Kendall of Gran- 
by, Marshall Porter of Hebron, Wilfred 
D. Youngs of Barkhamsted, H. O. Aver- 
ill of Washington, D. K. Stevens of Kill- 
ingworth, L. D. Phelps of Rockville, R. 
H. Phelps of East Granby, D. Ells- 
worth Phelps of Windsor, Jason C. Fenn 
of Terryville, Edward P. Nobbs of 
Bridgeport, Livingstone W. Cleaveland 
of New Haven and J. S. Woodford of 
Avon. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The Board of Directors of the Wash- 
ington Bar Association on November 8 
elected James Robinson and F. L, Min- 
nigerode to succeed F. S. Key Smith and 
S. D. Bradley, the librarian and assistant 
librarian, respectively, of the law library 
at the court house. 


ILLINOIS. 


The Chicago Bar Association at its an- 
nua] meeting reviewed the work of the 





past year and listened to reports from 
the several committees appointed to in- 
vestigate matters of interest to the pro- 
fession. The reports dealt principally 
with the work accomplished in ridding 
the community of shyster lawyers and in 
securing a commission to report on revi- 
sion of court practice. The annual elec- 
tion of officers was held and resulted as 
follows. President, Stephen S. Gregory; 
first vice-president, Frank A. Johnson; 
second vice-president, E. M. Ashcraft; 
secretary, George Mills Rogers; treas- 
urer, Thomas J. Holmes; librarian, 
Carlos P. Sawyer; Board of Managers, B. 
Lee, T. D. Knight and David S. Geer, 

About eighty-five members were gath- 
ered in the rooms of the Chicago Bar As- 
sociation, in the Title and Trust build- 
ing, when the meeting was called to or- 
der. President Henry S. Towle, in his 
annual address, reviewed the work of the 
association for the past year and paid a 
high compliment to the several standing 
committees. He said in part: 

“Our membership has increased ma- 
terially during the year, as will appear 
from the report of the secretary, while 
the figures of the treasurer, which have 
been printed and sent. to all members, 
show our finances to be in a most satis- 
factory condition. As will be seen from 
the reports of the librarian and the chair- 
man of the Library Committee, our 
library has been substantially increased 
during the year. Between 400 and 500 
volumes have been added, of which 
eighty have been donated. The amount 
paid out by the treasurer for books was 
nearly $1,100. Our library to-day con- 
tains 5,622 volumes, and a conservative 
valuation for the books belonging to the 
association at this time would be about 
$14,000, 

“The general meeting held on the even- 
ing of Jan. 20, 1899, at the Chicago Ath- 
letic Club house, for the purpose of con- 
sidering various questions of special in- 
terest to our profession, including the 
jury commission law and the reported 
bribing of jurors, was well attended, and 
no doubt the discussion of that evening 
resulted beneficially. 

“One of the ends accomplished through 
the Committee on Amendment of the 
Law was the support and aid given in 
securing the passage of the joint resolu- 
tion by the Legislature creating a com- 
mission for the revision of the practice 
and procedure in courts of justices, from 
which commission much may be expect- 
ed. Under the authority given us, we 
selected a member of our association as 
one of five commissioners, which nom- 
ination was approved by the Governor. 
I know it is the general opinion of our 
members that Mr. Robert McMurdy, who 
was selected, is especially qualified to 
discharge the duties of this position. Our 
association was also honored by having 
one of its members, Mr. John S. Miller, 
selected by the Appellate Court as a 
member of this commission, 

“In this connection I should refer to 
the work of the committee appointed to 
secure legislation with reference to the 
treatment and control of dependent, nez- 
lected, and delinquent children. This 
committee prepared and secured the 
passage at Springfield of a law which 
went into effect on the first day of last 
July, establishing a Juvenile court for 
Chicago, This new tribunal has already 
done much to administer justice, as well 
as to extend elevating and protecting in- 
fluences to such as come within its juris- 
diction. 

“Reference must be made to what has 
been accomplished by the Committee on 
Legal Education. It was the judgment 
of your Board of Managers that after 
the years we have worked in the direc- 
tion of securing a higher standard for 
our profession in this State, and in en- 
deavoring to have our Supreme court 
establish a three years’ course of study, 
as well as to require examinations in 
every instance, irrespective of the 
diplomas which might be held by ap- 
Plicants for admission, that they were 
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warranted in sustaining the effort to 
contest the constitutionality of the 
Campbell act. The decision of the Su- 
preme Court sustaining the action taken 
by our association is certainly some- 
thing which cannot be regarded other- 
wise than as a victory for higher legal 
education. 

“The Judiciary Committee has also 
done some most valuable and efficient 
work—more especially in the long and 
thorough investigation of applicants for 
appointment as justices of the peace, 
which was conducted by that committee 
in connection with a committee from the 
Civic Federation of Chicago. The nom- 
inations made by our Judges to the Gov- 
ernor were to a considerable extent con- 
trolled by the report made by this joint 
committee, and as a result we have to- 
day better men in office as justices than 
we have had for many years. 

“Referring to the work of the Com- 
mittee on Grievances, mention should be 
made of the important services rendered 
in the case of Alphonso Goodrich by Mr. 
Adolph Moses, who consented to appear 
before the Supreme Court and resist the 
petition filed to have the order of dis- 
barment entered against Goodrich set 
aside. Attorney General Akin also act- 


- ed in this case, and on his motion the 


Supreme Court dismissed the Goodrich 
petition, 

“The success attained by the Grievance 
Committee through the now celebrated 
proceedings against B. A. L. Thomson 
before Judge Tuley in securing as a new 
precedent the granting of an injunction 
against a party who was practicing in 
our courts without license from the Su- 
preme Court has had a wide influence, 
not only in our city, but in other cities 
where bar associations are called upon 
to contend against similar encroach- 
ments upon our professional ranks. In 
looking over the twelve months ending 
to-day we can only conclude that the 
paramount work of the year has been 
done by the Committee on Grievances.” 

Secretary George Mills Rogers fol- 
lowed with a report giving more in de- 
tail the work of the association for the 
year. He reported the total membership 
of the association to be 619, and that 
during the year seven members have 
died. 

H. H,. C. Miller of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee made a report upon the work done 
relating to changes in the law in respect 
to justices courts and the assistance of- 
fered to the Judges of the State courts in 
investigating the character and ability of 
applicants for appointment as justices of 
the peace. 

He said in part: 


“The evils in the justice-court system 
in Cook County have long been apparent, 
and have been deplored by the respecta- 
ble members of the bar. Principal among 
these is the practice of bringing suits be- 
fore justices whose place of business is 
far remote from the residence of the de- 
fendant, and, if the defendant appears, 
in the series of continuances which are 
arbitrarily ordered by such justices until 
the defendant is tired out and is com- 
pelled to submit to an unjust judgment. 

“The committee is of the opinion that 
radical changes in the system must be 
adopted, if the rights of litigants are to 
be protected. Most of the evils may be 
attributed to the plan of appointment by 
the Governor upon nominations made by 
the Judges; to the fee system as prac- 
ticed in the justices courts of Cook Coun- 
ty, and to the character of many of the 
men who fill the office of constable. 

“The remedy for these evils seems to lie 
in the establishment of district or mu- 
nicipal courts, to be presided over by 
Judges elected by the people, and 
who shall _sireceive in place of 
fees such salaries as will justify good 
lawyers in serving as Judges in these 
courts, and in having writs served by 
deputy sheriffs, instead of by constables. 
Such a remedy will probably require a 
constitutional amendment, and that may 
be difficult to secure.” 





EE ee 





Chairman Frank A. Johnson, of the 
Grievance Committee, submitted an ex- 
haustive report of the work done by that 
committee in investigating lawyers who 
have been practicing in the courts with- 
out a license. The facts in each case 
were fully presented, as well as action 
taken in the several disbarment proceed- 
ings which have been pushed. The re- 
port showed a large amount of work 
done in this respect by the committee. 
Considerable criticism was made of the 
conduct of members of the bar during 
the sessions of the Superior and Circuit 
courts, and it was urged that the mem- 
bers should always bear themselves be- 
fore the Judges in a dignified and re- 
spectful manner. The committee recom- 
mended a change in the practice in Cook 
County in regard to the assignment of 
equity cases for trial. It was suggested 
that two judges be selected as chancel- 
lors to consider all equity cases. The 
committee also recommended _ stricter 
rules for the admission of attorneys to 
the bar. 

The Committee on Legal Education, in 
its report, commended especially the de- 
cision of the Supreme Court upon the 
Campbell law. 

The Committee on Federal Judges 
recommended that the efforts of the as- 
sociation to secure an additional Federal 
District Judge in Chicago be renewed. 
They also reported in favor of a consoli- 
dation of the United States Circuit and 
District courts, and an increase of 25 per 
cent. in the salaries of the Federal 
Judges. 

BHphraim Banning, chairman of the 
committee relative to delinquent and de- 
pendent children, reported in part as fol- 
lows: “In the preliminary stages of the 
movement for this legislation there was 
@ spontaneous sentiment on the subject 
in such bodies as the State Board of 
Charities, State Conference of Charities, 
State Federation of Women’s Clubs, the 
Civic Federation, various educational 
and philanthropic organizations, and 
even literary societies, like the Gnosis, as 
well, of course, as child-saving bodies. 
Senator Case and Representative John R. 
Newcomer were intrusted with the bill, 
and it also received the united support 
at Springfield of Edwin Burritt Smith, 
Judge O. N. Carter, Miss Julia C. La- 
throp, Thomas C. MacMillan, Timothy D. 
Hurley, John W. Ela, Hastings H. Hart, 
and Frank G. Soule, who co-operated ef- 
fectively in securing the passage of the 
measure. The committee accord hearty 
praise to Gov. Tanner and Speaker Sher- 
man for their strong support, without 
which the measure could not have be- 
come a law. The designation of Judge 
Tuthill to preside over the Juvenile 
as was an exceedingly happy selec- 
tion.” 

After the election of officers had been 
held Mr. Banning offered a resolution for 
the appointment of a committee of seven 
to take into consideration the subject of 
corrupt political practices, especially with 
reference to the lavish and improper ex- 
penditure of money to influence elections 
and the action of public officials. 

The resolution was laid over until the 
next meeting. 

The following resolution was offered by 
Thomas Dent and adopted: 

“Whereas, The Chicago Bar Associa- 
tion has learned with satisfaction that 
its Executive Committee has indorsed the 
proposition of the Illinois Bar Associa- 
tion for the observance of the ‘John M. 
Marshall day,’ Feb. 4, 1891; and inasmuch 
as said proposition has also been unani- 
mously adopted by the American Bar As- 
sociation and by other State bar associa- 
tions, and has been favorably recom- 
mended by many eminent judges, law- 
yers and citizens; be it therefore 

“Resolved, by the Chicago Bar Asso- 
ciation in annual convention assembled, 
That the association give its hearty in- 
dorsement to ‘John Marshall day,’ and 
that a committee of seven, of which 
Adolph Moses shall be chairman, be ap- 
pointed by the president to co-operate 
with any committee which may be ap- 
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pointed by the Illinois State Bar Asso- 
ciation for the purpose of making suita- 
ble arrangements for the joint observ- 
ance of said day by the Illinois Bar As- 
“—- and the Chicago Bar Associa- 
tion.” 

The committee of seven provided for by 
the above resolution will be announced 
later. The association then adjourned. 


INDIANA. 


A meeting of the Indianapolis Bar As- 
sociation was held at the court house on 
November 9, at which resolutions were 
adopted on the death of Duane H. 
Bowles. W. P. Fishback presided. Ovid 
B. Jameson, Albert Rabb, C. W. Moores, 
E. R. Keith and Edward B. Daniels, the 
committee on resolutions, reported reso- 
lutions paying trfbute to Mr. Bowles’s 
high character in the profession and his 
exemplary private life. Short addresses 
were made by Nathan Morris, W. P. 
Fishback and O, B. Jameson, in whose 
office Mr. Bowles was for years. Mr. 
Jameson spoke feelingly of the young at- 
torney, and said he found in him the ele- 
ments that would have in time given him 
distinction. The judges of the county 
courts adjourned in order that they and 
+ apraimaecte engaged in trials could at- 
tend. 

Acting upon the suggestion of Judge 
Vaughn in open court on November 3, 
the lawyers of the Blackford county bar 
will organize a bar association. A pre- 
liminary meeting for that purpose was 
held on the afternoon of November 3 and 
Messrs. Hindman, Cantwell and Waltz 
were appointed a committee to investi- 
gate and report a constitution and by- 
laws for the new association. B. G. Shinn 
presided at the meeting. A circuit bar 
association, composed of the attorneys of 
Blackford and Wells counties, will doubt- 
less follow the organization of the Black- 
ford Bar Association, and there is talk 
of a banquet to be given some time near 
the holidays which will be attended by 
the attorneys of the two counties. 


KENTUCKY. 


The new federal law library was re- 
cently thrown open to the Louisville bar. 
The library consists of three rooms, one 
of which is a reading room. This room 
is fiitted up elegantly in oak book cases, 
oak chairs and oak tables. The other 
two rooms are used for storing books. 
The new library contains about 2,000 law 
books, most of which were purchased by 
the federal law library fund raised by 
subscription among members of the 
Louisville bar. 


MASSACHUSETTS. 

At the annual meeting of the proprie- 
tors of the Boston Social Law Library, 
held recently in the rooms of the library, 
the existing bylaws were discussed, but 
no changes were made. It was voted to 
publish more copies of the bylaws, but 
otherwise nothing but routine business 
occupied the attention of the meeting. 


MICHIGAN. 

The Houghton County Bar Association 
was organized Monday, November 6. 
The meeting was held in the circuit 
court room in the afternoon. Thirty 
members of the bar participated. The 
following officers were elected. ae 
‘Chadbourne, president; C. D. Hanchette, 
vice-president; W. G. Rice, secretary; 
W. J. MacDonald, treasurer. The execu- 
tive committee comprises the president, 
vice-president and the following mem- 
‘bers: A. W. Kerr, J. T. Finnegan and 
W. J. Galbraith. It was voted to give a 
banquet to Judge Hubbell, Judge Haire 
and Judge-elect Streeter. : 


MISSOURI. 


The Bar Association of St. Louis held 
its annual meeting and election of of- 
ficers at the Mercantile Club Building on 
Nov. 7. About fifty members were in at- 
tendance and listened to reports from 
the treasurer, which showed the associa- 
tion to be in good financial condition 
aand prosperous, and from the executive 





committee. The latter reviewed the work 
of the year, including mention of laws 
that had been proposed and recommend- 
ed to the Missouri Legislature and their 
fate; the luncheon given the Circuit 
Judges of Missouri last spring, and the 
banquet to the Bar Association of Mis- 
souri. The secretary and treasurer were 
both re-elected. Isaac H. Lionberger, the 
retiring president, held the chair until his 
successor was elected, when he gave way 
to James H. Hagerman, who was voted 
the honor of the presidency. The other 
officers elected were Isaac H. Lionberger, 
Hugo Muench and Thomas B. Harvey, 
vice-presidents; J. A. Webb, secretary; 
H. L. Christie, treasurer; R. T. Brown- 
rigg, Thomas G. Rutledge and Benjamin 
J. Klene, members of the committee on 
admissions, Mr, Hagerman made an ex- 
cellent speech in accepting the presi- 
dency. 

A number of matters of interest to the 
association were discussed, the most im- 
portant being one suggested by Mr. 
Lionberger, that the association, 
through its executive committee, investi- 
gate the advisability of establishing a 
cafe and clubroom for its members. 
Mr. Lionberger said the associations of 
Boston, New York, and probably other 
cities had their own cafes, which had 
been found very useful and convenient, 
as the attorneys could meet there at 
luncheon and agree on stipulations, sign 
depositions or perform any number of 
little perfunctory acts which otherwise 
would consume valuable time. He had 
visited the Boston and New York asso- 
ciations’ rooms and was deeply im- 
pressed with the need of such an institu- 
tion in St. Louis. Mr. Lionberger put his 
suggestion in the form of a motion, 
which was carried unanimously. After 
the business session refreshments were 
served and the attorneys spent a pleas- 
ant hour socially. 


NEW HAMPSHIRE. 


The annual meeting of the Belknap 
County Bar Association was held in the 
secretary's office at the court house in 
Laconia on Nov. 7. The following officers 
were elected for the ensuing year: Presi- 
dent, Charles C. Rogers; vice-president, 
W. L. Melcher; secretary and treasurer, 
BE, P. Thompson; executive committee, EP. 
P. Jewell, Thomas Cogswell and E. P. 
Thompson. 

The resignation of BE B. Hibbard as 
president of the association was read 
and accepted. The annual banquet of 
the association was held at the Bagle 
Hotel at 8 o’clock. There was a large 
attendance of the members and a few 
invited guests, including Judge Isaac N. 
Blodgett, of Franklin, the presiding jus- 
tice, and J. B. Pattee, of Manchester, a 
member of the Hillsborough Bar Asso- 
ciation. 

Col. J. A. Greene was also present as 
a guest of County Solicitor F. M. Beck- 
ford. 

The following resolutions were intro- 
duced by Col. Thomas Cogswell and un- 
animously adopted: “Resolved, By the 
Belknap County Bar Association in an- 
nual meeting assembled, That we receiv- 
ed with regret the request of our brother, 
E. A. Hibbard, not to be again elected 
president of this association; that the 
bar unanimously votes to extend to Bro- 
ther Hibbard its best wishes, with the 
hope that he may again soon be able to 
meet with us, both in the business of the 
court and social recreations.” 

At the conclusion of the banquet, in- 
formal speeches were made by the vari- 
ous members of the Bar Association and 
invited guests. Woodbury L. Melcher, 
vice-president of the association, pre- 
sided in the absence of the newly elected 
president, Mr. Rogers. The exercises 
were not concluded until a late hour. 


NEW YORK. 


The Onondaga County Bar Association 
held a special meeting at the Special 
Term room in the Court House at Syra- 
cuse at 4 o’clock on the afternoon of 
Nov. 10, when resolutions were adopted 
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upon the death of Cornelius W. Smith, 
of the patent law firm of Smith & Deni- 
son. The president of the association, 
William P. Goodelle, presided. E. H. 
Burdick acted as secretary. Resolutions 
were offered by Judge A. J. Northrup, 
who, in presenting them, paid tribute 
briefly to Mr. Smith. Addresses were 
made also by Justice Peter B. McLennan, 
William Nottingham, Walter S. Mac- 
Gregor, Dennis B. Keeler and Mr. 
Smith's late partner, Howard P. Denison. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 


About 225 members of the Allegheny 
County bench and bar on the evening 
of Nov. 6 tendered to Chief Justice Jas. 
P. Sterrett, of the Pennsylvania Su- 
preme Court, a complimentary dinner at 
the Hotel Schenley, as a token of respect 
on his retirement after a long term of 
service. All the justices of the Supreme 
Court were present. Toastmaster and 
formal toasts were dispensed with, in ac- 
cordance with the wishes of Justice Ster- 
rett. Congressman John Dalzell paid a 
tribute to the worth of the Chief Justice, 


and Justice Sterrett thanked the bench 


and bar for their kindly esteem. Just as 
D. T. Watson was making a few humor- 
ous remarks, Justice Sterrett started to 
leave the hall, taking this clever way to 
shut off speeches, and the banquet ab- 
ruptly terminated. 

Justice Sterrett’s term will expire Jan. 
1. He has served the full term of twenty- 
one years on the Supreme Bench, and in 
all has served thirty-eight years as a 
judge, having been on the Common Pleas 
Court bench in this county before his ele- 
vation. The committee on arrangements 
for the banquet consisted of C. C. 
Dickey, chairman; J. M. Shields, Thomas 
Patterson, Joseph Stadfeldt, W. M. Wat- 
son, George BE. Shaw and William Scott. 
The reception committee consisted of 
Judge J. M. Kennedy, chairman; P. C. 
Knox, D. D. Bruce, Sol Schoyer, Jr., J. 
H. Reed, W. B. Rodgers, William Scott, 
J. J. Miller, D. T. Watson and Major A. 
M. Brown. The guests from outside the 
city were former Attorney-General W. 
U. Hensel, of Lancaster, and Dr. Bains, 
of Philadelphia. 

The Allegheny County bar held a 
meeting on the afternoon of Nov. 10 
and took action on the death of Gen. 
William Blakeley. Judge F. H. Collier 
presided. The vice-presidents were 
Judges J. F. Slagle, J. W. Over, J. W. F. 
White, E. H. Stowe and J. M. Kennedy, 
and Attorneys T. J. Keenan and John S. 
Robb. 8S. A. Johnston, Marshall Johns- 
ton and Marshall Brown acted as secre- 
taries, and the committee on resolutions 
consisted of Joseph Forsythe, John S. 
Lambie, Levi Bird Duff, L. K. Porter, 
George N. Monro, A. C. Johnson and 
Henry A. Miller. 

Suitable resolutions were presented and 
adopted, and appropriate addresses were 
delivered by Judge J. F. Slagle, John S. 
Robb, T. J. Keenan, Joseph Forsythe, 
Henry A. Miller and others. 


TEXAS. 


A meeting of the members of the Gal- 
veston bar was held in the United States 
Court room on Nov. 3, and resolutions 
were adopted concerning the death of 
Mr. Thomas J. Ballinger. Committees 
were appointed to present them to each 
of the courts in Galveston and to the 
Supreme Court of Texas at Austin. 


VERMONT. 


The opening meeting of the annual 
gathering of the Vermont Bar Associa- 
tion was held at the State House in 
Montpelier recently, and was well at- 
tended. 

The evening session was addressed by 
President W. P. Stafford of St. Johns- 
bury, who gave an able discussion of the 
right of the Legislature to commute sen- 
tences. It was an able and scholarly ad- 
dress. The position assumed by Mr. 
Stafford was that the Legislature should 
not commute sentences and that the 
death sentence should be abolished. 
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The following new members were ad- 
mitted to the association: George B. 
Young, of Newport; Robert W. Simonds, 
of St. Johnsbury; David S. Conant, of 
Bradford; James B. Tonway, and Ira H. 
Lafleur, of Middlebury; G. H. Dale, of 
Waterbury; Jacob J. Shakshober, of Ar- 
lington, and Alfred L. Sherman, of Bur- 


on. 

Obituary papers were read as follows: 

The late P. K. Gleed, of Morrisville, 
paper prepared by ex-Gov. Hendee 
and read by C. P. Hogan, of St. Albans; 
the late George A. Ballard, of Fairfax, 
by Willard Farrington, of St. Albans; 
the late George A. Dickey, of Bradford, 
by ex-Gov. Farnham. 

This meeting was followed by the an- 
nual banquet at the Pavilion. President 
Stafford presided, and at either side of 
him sat Gov. Smith and Chief Judge 
Taft. Grace was said by Rev. A. N. 
Lewis, of Montpelier. Toasts were re- 
sponded to as follows: “The Value of 
Precedents,” O. M. Barber, Arlington; 
“The Relation of Young Members of the 
Bar,” Edmund C. Mower, Burlington; 
“The Municipal Court,” M. F. Smith, 
Montpelier; “Intimate Relation Between 
the Law and Gospel,” by A. N. Lewis 
Montpelier. C. M. Wilds also spoke. B. 
F. Fifield responded to a call for re- 
marks. He spoke of the pleasure of 
being present and of memories of old 
members of the Bar Association. Presi- 
dent Stafford referred to the loss to the 
Vermont bar of Hon. Daniel Roberts and 
the late Senator Hitt, of Brattleboro, and 
called upon his partner, Mr. Waterman, 
to speak in memory of Mr. Hitt. Gov. 
Smith was then called upon, and spoke 
upon the progress and development of 
State and national policies and the need 
of able men in the next Legislature. 
Judge Watson reluctantly consented to 
respond for the Supreme Court and 
spoke of the experiences of a new judge. 
Chief Judge Taft also spoke. 

The following officers were elected for 
the ensuing year: 

. President—C. H. Darling, of Benning- 
on. 

Vice-Presidents—J. E. Cushman, of 
Burlington; O. E. Butterfield, of Wil- 
mington; F. W. Baldwin, of Barton. 

Secretary—George W. Wing, of Mont- 
pelier. 

Treasurer—Hiram Carleton, of Mont- 
pelier. 

Board of Managers—C. H. Darling, ex- 
officio; E. H. Deavitt, of Montpelier; F. 
H. Button, of Middlebury; R. W. Hul- 
bird, of Hyde Park; George Briggs, of 
Brandon. 

WEST VIRGINIA. 


The executive council of the West Vir- 
ginia State Bar Association has fixed 
upon December 13 and 14 as the date of 
its annual meeting, which will be held at 
Martinsburg. Some of the important 
questions to come up before the associa- 
tion for discussion are those relating to 
the election of two judges of the Su- 
preme Court of Appeals to succeed Judge 
Henry Brannon and Judge W. W. Eng- 
lish, whose successors will be chosen next 


> 
. 


year. 

One of the men most talked of for one 
of the judgeships is D. C. Westenhaver, 
of Martinsburg, one of the most active 
members of the association, He is a 
Democrat, but would be acceptable to 
the Republican members of the State 
bar. Judge Brannon, a Democrat, has 
been mentioned as his own successor, 
and ex-Judge Okey Johnson, dean of the 
law faculty of the university, and Henry 
M. Russell, of Wheeling, are other Demo- 
crats prominently mentioned. The Re- 
publican members of the bar would like 
W. P. Hubbard, of Wheeling, to accept 
the nomination, but it is doubtful if he 
would leave a lucrative practice to go 
on the bench. John W. Mason, of Fair- 
mont, is said to be a Republican candl- 


date. 
WISCONSIN. 
A joint law library is to be provided 
for the various civil courts in Milwaukee, 
at the court house, and it is not unlikely 








that a law librarian will have to be em- 
ployed im the near future, The super- 
visors have set aside $5,000 for fitting out 
a library room in the court house, and 
steps will probably be taken in the near 
future to purchase more books. 

The question of a law library was 
brought up on November 2 when the 
supervisors were considering the amount 
of money needed by Judge Elliott to es- 
tablish his new circuit court. It was 
pointed out that he would need a new 
court reporter and Sheriff Durner would 
have to employ an extra deputy sheriff. 
Then the subject of law books was 
brought up. It was reported that either 
a@ separate library would have to be pur- 
chased or else a joint library will have to 
be established. It was announced that 
the judges were about to petition the 
board for a joint library and under the 
circumstances the supervisors decided 
that a joint library would be the cheaper 
and better way. 

It was reported that the late Juage’ 
Sutherland had a very fine library and 
the supervisors propose to make an ef- 
fort to purchase his law books. 





THE BAR AT LARGE. 


PERSONAL AND PARTNERSHIP NOTES 


NEW ENGLAND STATES. 


CONNECTICUT. 

Hartford.—George J, Stoner has opened 
an office at Room 52, Sage & Allen 
Building. 

Hartford.—Harrison B. Freeman, Jr., 
has removed his offices from the Trust 
Company Building to Room No. 36 in 
the First National Bank Building. 

New Haven.—Samuel E. Hoyt, who has 
been connected with ex-Judge Blyden- 
burgh, has opened an office at Room 615, 
First National Bank Building. 

Stamford.—George P. Rowell, who re- 
cently dissolved partnership with Judge 
N. C, Downs, has opened office rooms in 
the Burlington Arcade. 


MAINE. 

Bangor.—Ralph P. Plaisted, has opened 
an office in the building occupied by Ara 
Warren and others at the corner of 
Hammond and Central streets. 

Bangor.—D, Benson Young, formerly of 
Stetson, has opened an office in Room 6, 
No, 16 Broad street. 


Bangor.—John McCarthy has moved 


his office from the Kenduskeag Building” 


to 16 Broad street, Room 2. 


Berlin.—W,. P. Marden of Berlin and 
Harry G. Noyes of Gorham have formed 
@ partnership and have opened an office 
in Room 3, Stahl Block. 


Oldtown.—F. W. Knowlton of Oldtown 
has been admitted to practice in the U. 
S. Circuit Court. 

Portland.—Gen. Charles P. Mattocks 
of Portland has been admitted to prac- 
tice before the Interior Department, 


Portland.—Albert W. Tolman, Bow- 
doin, has opened a law office in Y. M. C. 
A. Building. 

Rockland.—B, K. Kalloch has formed a 
partnership with Gordon M. Hicks, and 
the style of the firm will be Kalloch & 
Hicks. These gentlemen, while they have 
been out of active practice for some time, 
Mr. Kalloch being at the Custom House 
and Judge Hicks until recently devoting 
his time to the duties of the Municipal 
Court, are two of the oldest members of 
the Knox County bar. 4 

Sanford.—John F. Burnham, formerly 
City Solicitor of Biddeford, and Fred. J. 
Allen, of this place, have formed a part- 
nership under the firm name of Allen & 
Burnham, 

South Norridgewock.—Frank Ames has 
moved his office into his new building on 
the north side of Main street. 


awyers’ 
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MASSACHUSETTS. 


Boston.—John L. Leahy and Joseph C. 
Pelletier have formed a partnership, un- 
der the name of Leahy & Pelletier, with 
offices at Rooms 33, 39 and 40 United 
States Trust Building, 30 Court street. 

Lawrence.—Fred H. Eaton and Fred N. 
Chandler have formed a co-partnership 
with offices in the Essex Savings Bank 
Building. 

Lowell.—Thomas G. Robbins and WII- 
liam W. Duncan have opened offices in 
the Hildreth Building. 

Southbridge.—Walter A. Ladd has re- 
moved his evening office from 316 Broad- 
way to his residence, 109 Syracuse street. 

Springfield.—Edward P. Fay has open- 
ed an office in the Court Square Theatre 
block. Mr. Fay graduated from the Har- 
vard Law School last year, and since 
that time has been in the law office of 
Brooks & Hamilton, of Holyoke. Mr. Fay 
will retain a desk in that office. 

Springfield.—Robert C. Bacon has 
opened an office in Ullery Block. 

Worcester.—Myles Casey has opened 
an office in Worcester. He has been with 
Brooks & Hamilton. 

Worcester.—Stephen S. Littleton, the 
well known young lawyer, has left the of- 
fice of Col, William A, Gile on the sixth 
floor of the State Mutual Building and 
is now with Charles F. Stevens, on South- 
bridge street. Herman 8S. Hopkins, who 
has been with Mr. Stevens, will have an 
independent office of his own. 


RHODE ISLAND. 


Pawtucket.—Herbert A. Rice and Wal- 
ter B. Vincent have formed a partnership 
under the firm name of Vincent & Rice. 

Providence.—A new firm has just been 
formed in this city under the style of 
Barry & Sullivan. The partners are 
William F. Barry and Edward M. Sulli- 


van. 
VERMONT, 

Middlebury.—F. B. Deberville has 
opened an office here in the Battell 
Block. Mr. Deberville came to this city 
from Burlington. 

St. Johnsbury.—Frank Thompson has 
located here. 


MIDDLE STATES. 


NEW JERSEY. 


Camden.—Judge Garrison, after con- 
sulting with Gov. Voorhees at Trenton 
on Nov, 8, appointed Frank T. Lloyd, a 
former member of Assembly, Prosecutor 
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of the Pleas for Camden County, made 
vacant by the audden death of Prose- 
cutor Wilson H. Jenkins, The new 
Prosecutor's first official act was to noti- 
fy F. Morse Archer of his selection as 
Assistant Prosecutor, to fill the vacancy 
caused by the murder last Summer of 
the late Assistant Prosecutor William H. 
Carson. The appointments are ad in- 
terim, and will expire on March 31, 1900, 
when Mr. Lioyd will be appointed by 
Gov. Voorhees for the full five-year 
term. The Prosecutor receives a salary 
of $6,000 a year, and his assistant $2,000 
a year. 

Morristown.—Lieut. Moriarty, late U. 
S. A., has opened a law office here. 

Newark.—Thomas Logan Gaskel has 
opened an office in the Prudential Build- 
ing. 

NEW YORK. 

Avoca.—Edwin 8. Brown has bought 
the law library of E. W. Bozard at 
Avoca and will open a branch office there 
— the management of Scott W. 
rane. 


Batavia.—Squires & Allen is the name 
of a new firm which opens an office over 
the First National Bank. Albert J. 
Squires and Harlan Allen will compose 
the firm. . 


Batavia.—George W. Babcock and 
James H. Huntington, recent graduates 
of the Buffalo Law School, have opened 
a law office on Jackson street. 

Dunkirk.—B. E. Farnham has removed 
his offices to 307 and 309 Central avenue, 
Ss the drug store of Van Scoter & 

est. 


Ellenville.—Joseph A. Gmith has opened 
offices in the Savings Bank Building. 

Hamilton.—C. W. Underhill has moved 
his office into rooms over the bank. 

Kingston.—The firm of Jenkins & Fitch, 
who have their offices at 238-240 Fair 
street, have dissolved by mutual consent. 
James Jenkins and Ezra H. Fitch, who 
compose the firm of Jenkins & Fitch, will 
continue the practice of law individual- 
ly. Mr. Jenkins’ office will be located in 
room 2 in the Preston building on Fair 
street. Mr. Fitch’s office will be located 
in Room 1 of the Preston building. 

Locksport.—John Higley, who studied 
under 8S. Wallace Dempsey and was ad- 
mitted to practice at the bar of New 
York State about a year ago, has opened 
an office over 97 Main street. 

Ogdensburg—Daniel W. Mulligan and 
John M. Kellogg have formed a part- 
nership under the firm name of Kellogg 
& Mulligan. 

Rochester.—Charles T. Ennis has rent- 
ed the offices in the Sturges block, now 
occupied by Attorney Edson W. Hamm, 
and will take possession of them as soon 
as Mr. Hamm removes to the new Kaiser 
block, where he will occupy offices in 
connection with Attorney Clyde W. 
Knapp, with whom he has formed a 
partnership. 

Rome.—Attorney General Davies has 
appointed John E. Mason of Rome, a 
Deputy Attorney General in his office at 
a salary of $4,000 a year. 

Syracuse.—Charles BE. Cooney, who was 
connected with the law office of the Hon. 

E. Driscoll for many years, has 
opened a law office at 932 University 
block. His partner is Luther L, Weller. 

Syracuse.—The firm of Sedgwick & 
Bailey has been dissolved. B. N. Bailey 
will occupy office 204, The Bastable, and 
Charles H. Sedgwick will occupy office 
203 in the same block. 

Syracuse.—Clarence 
commenced practice 
Building. 


Watertown.—Mason M. Swan, who 
studied with Brown, Carlisle & Hugo, 
has begun the practice of the profession, 
occupying an office in the Bank Building. 

Watertown.—Edward J. Westcott, who 
has been located at Theresa the past 
Summer, will permanently locate in this 
village. 


W. Austin has 
at No. 206 Kirk 





PENNSYLVANIA. 
Carlisle.—Frank B. Sellers has opened 
an office in the second story of the Plank 
Building, South Hanover street. 
Media.—Albert E. Williamson has 
opened an office in Gleave Hall. 


Lebanon.—It is asserted that politics 
entered into the examination of students 
for admission to the Lebanon Bar and 
caused the resignation of the five mem- 
bers of the examining board, the prompt 
acceptance of their resignations and the 
appointment of a new board. 

Lee L. Grumbein, the former editor of 
the Harrisburg “Commonwealth,” first 
presented his resignation. 

It is said that certain students were 
told that they could not be admitted to 
the bar as long as they opposed a cer- 
tain political leader who was on the 
board. 

Following Mr. Grumbein’s resignation 
came those of Thomas H. Capp, George 
B. Woomer, Luther Houck and Frank E. 
Meily. 

The new board is Charlies H. Kellinger, 
Jacob G. Adams, Howard C. Shirk, 
Simon P. Light and Charlies V. Henry. 

Osceola.—Paul J. Edwards has opened 
an office here. 

Warren.—K. M. Andrews, of Garland, 
and John G. Smith, of this place, have 
formed a partnership, with offices at 312 
Liberty street. 

Washington.—M. L. W. Lahr, of this 
place, and Attorney Bastress, of Mount 
Carmel, have formed a co-partnership 
with their main office at Mount Carmel. 
Attorney Lahr will be in attendance at 
his home office here every Saturday. 

Wellsboro.—B. M. Potter, after several 
years in Washington, has reopened his 
office at Wellsboro. 


SOUTHERN STATES. 
ALABAMA. 


Huntsville—John Burke and Erle 
Smith have formed a partnership, with 
offices on Bank Row, just below the 
First National Bank. 


ARKANSAS. 


Little Rock.—Attorney Strickland, of 
Searey, has opened an office in the Dick- 
inson Building. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Washington.—A partnership has been 
formed between Ralph P. Barnard and 
Guy H. Johnson. 


Washington.—Arthur O’Connor, lately 
associated in practice with Chapin 
Brown, of this city, announces that he 
has removed his office to rooms 8, 9 and 
10, No. 486 Louisiana avenue. 


FLORIDA. 

De Land.—Robert D. Venning, of 
Charleston, S. C., has located in De Land. 
Mr. Venning has purchased the library of 
Mr. Starke S. Marsh, and secured offices 
on the second floor of the Hill Building. 


Pensacola.—Wilbur N. Goodman, of 
this place, has been admitted to practice 
in the United States Courts. 


GEORGIA. 

Atlanta.—Messrs. Anderson, Felder & 
Davis, one of the leading law firms of At- 
lanta, have dissolved partnership. 

Mr. T. B. Felder has formed a partner- 
ship, with Mr. Daniel W. Rountree, and 
they will practice under the firm name of 
Felder & Rountree. 

Judge James A. Anderson and Mr. A. 
H. Davis will practice separately and 
will probably occupy & portion of the 
offices of the fifth’ floor of Temple court, 
formerly used by Anderson, Felder & 
Davis. 

Messrs. Felder & Rountree will have 
their offices in 401-405 Temple court, 
which have formerly been occupied by 
Mr. Rountree. Messrs. W. A. Fuller, Jr., 
J. E. Palmour and Edgar A. Green will 
be aSsociated with the new firm. 





KENTUCKY. 
Dixon.—J. W. Henson and W. E. Bour- 
land have formed a co-partnership. 
Louisville.—Robert W. Owens, who was 
formerly associated with the firm of Kin- 
ney, Gregory & Owens, has formed a 
partnership with Wallace A. McKay, the 
firm name being McKay & Owens. Their 
office is at 327 Fifth street. 


LOUISIANA. 


New Orleans.—Horner & Godchaux 
have removed their offices to the third 
floor of the Godchaux Building, on Canal 
street. 


New Orleans.—A. J. Villere and Omer 
Villere have removed their offices to 106 
Camp street. 


New Orleans.—Dart & Kernan have re- 
moved their law rooms rear third floor 
annex, Liverpool and London and Globe 
Building, Carondelet and Common 


streets. 
MARYLAND. 
Baltimore.—Mr. Robert R. Boarman 
and ex-State Senator James J. Lindsay 
have formed a partnership under the 
firm name of Boarman & Lindsay. 


SOUTH CAROLINA. 
Anderson—B. F. Martin has opened an 


office here. 
TENNESSEE. 


Jackson.—Hon. B. A. Enloe and his 
son, B. A. Enloe, Jr., have opened an 
office in the Tomlin Building. 

Nashville—Gen. W. H. Washington, 
Judge John T. Allen and J. Percy Rains 
have formed a partnership under the 
name of Washington, Allen & Rains. All 
of the members of this firm are well 
known lawyers. Judge Allen recently 
moved here from Pulaski. 

Nashville.—G. B. Kirkpatrick, who for 
two years was principal of the Gallatin 
Male Seminary, has formed a co-partner- 
ship with John Caruthers under the firm 
name of Caruthers & Kirkpatrick, at 
Nashville. 

TEXAS. 

Dublin.—J. Kearby has moved from 
Stephenville to Dublin and formed a co- 
partnership with John E. McCarty. 


Tyler.—Prof. W. T. Potter has been ap- 
Pointed city attorney to fill the vacancy 
caused by the death of Hon. J. N. Ross. 

Willis.—Hon. S. A. McCall, of this 
place, has been appointed District At- 
torney for the Ninth Judicial District by 
Gov. Sayers to fill the unexpired term of 
Hon. L. L. Carter, who recently resigned. 
Mr. McCall received the unanimous in- 
dorsement of the Montgomery County 
bar and his appointment gives general 
satisfaction throughout the county. 


CENTRAL STATES. 
ILLINOIS. 

Chicago.—Assistant State’s Attorney 
Haynie R. Pearson has resigned for the 
purpose of engaging in private practice. 

Chicago.—Francis W. Parker and Don- 
ald M. Carter have formed a partnership 
under the name of Parker & Carter, with 
office at 1410 Marquette Building. 

Macombs.—State’s Attorney Tom Camp 
and W. H. Holly have formed a new firm, 
the style of which will be Camp & Holly. 
They will have their office in the Union 
Block, in the suite now occupied by Mr. 
Camp. 

Morrison.—Lawyer Ludens has moved 
his office rooms to a suite back of Dr. 
Gray’s new office apartments. 

Rushville—George S. Swisher has 
opened an office in the front room over 
the Bank of Rushville. 


Springfield.—The firm of Graham & 
Miller has been dissolved. Mr. Miller 
keeps the old office, and Mr. Graham 
enters into partnership with Senator 
Palmer, William E. Shutt, Sr., and A. J. 
Lester. The firm will be known as Pal- 
mer, Shutt, Graham & Lester. Mr. Gra- 
ham succeeds Mr. Hamill, who has been 
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made general counsel for the B. & O., 
with headquarters in Cincinnati. 

Watseka.—Doyle & Crangle have 
moved their office to the second floor of 
Major Peters’ new building, where they 
have a suite of three rooms. 


INDIANA, 


Anderson.—Daly & Sprong have dis- 
solved partnership. Mr. Sprong retires 
and will probably open an office in the 
Phoenix Block. Messrs, Daly & Sprong 
have been together but a short time. 


Auburn.—The firm of Baxter & Brown 
has been dissolved by mutual agreement 
and each member will continue in bus- 
iness in Auburn. 


Brazil—Howard Carter has been ad- 
mitted to the bar and has formed a part- 
nership with R. L. Shattuck. 


Bluffton.—Ernst & Kain have moved 
their office into the rooms formerly occu- 
pied by Mason & Kocher. W. A. Kunkel, 
of the Cudahy, and R. F. Cummins, of 
the Midway Oil Company, will have desks 
in their office. 

Columbus.—_W. Frank Norton, since 
1873 one of the leading members of the 
Bartholomew County bar, and U. Will 
Breeden, for eight years closely con- 
nected with the county clerk’s office, 
have formed a partnership, and the firm 
will hereafter be known as Norton & 
Breeden. Mr. Norton’s office in the First 
National Bank Building will continue as 
the firm’s abode. 


Fort Wayne.—A. E. Thomas and P. 
Colerick have formed a law partnership, 
With offices in the Allen County Building 
and Loan Association Building, at Berry 
and Clinton streets. 


Indianapolis.—Roger S. Foote has been 
—e to practice in the Federal 
ourt. 


Marion.—A deal which will combine 
two well known firms has been prac- 
tically closed. Charles Ratliff and Wil- 
liam J. Hauck and the real estate and 
insurance firm of William Wiley and 
Pearl Bogue will consolidate and run a 
general law, insurance and real estate 
business. The offices will be those of 
Wiley & Bogue in the Commercial Club 
block, which are being newly fitted up. 

Marion.—Ned Steele has opened an of- 
fice in the Custer Block. 

Marion.—C. C. Gordan has opened new 
Offices over the Cohen store in the suite 
formerly occupied by Judge Paulus. 

South Bend.—J. E. Neff has removed 
his office and is in Rooms 3 and 4 new 
Nippold building, corner of Main street 
and Colfax avenue. 


Spencer.—James Miller has opened an 
office in a room over the Baem and Ped- 
den Bank. 


Terre Haute.—Albert J. and Daniel V. 
Kelley have removed their office to 
Rooms No. 8 and 9 in the new White 
building over Thorman and Schloss’. 


IOWA. 

Dubuque.—The firm of Jess & Kint- 
zinger, Messrs. Frank Jess and John 
Kintzinger, has dissolved partnership. 
Mr. Kintzinger will retain the present 
offices, corner Main and Seventh streets, 
Mr. Jess has not decided on his future 
location. 


Ottumwa.—A partnership has been 
formed by W. P. Hoxie and W. H. Brunn 
under the firm name of Hoxie & Brunn. 


MICHIGAN. 


Albion.—R. E. Loud and L. E. Stewart 
have formed a co-partnership. 


Battle Creek.—Walter S. Powers, late 
of Nashville, has opened an office here. 


Battle Creek.—The firm of Williams & 
Lockton have dissolved partnership. 


Bay City.—Evander M. Harris, of the 
firm of Ross & Harris, has been appoint- 
ed prosecuting attorney of Ogemaw 
County, to fill the vacancy caused by 
ousting Mrs. Merrill H. Abbott. Mr. 
Harris was Mrs. Abbottt’s opponent a 
year ago. 


- 





Detroit.—Charles W. Adams and Ad- 
dison J. Kellog have been admitted to 
practice in the United States courts. 

Grand Rapids.—Harry L. Creswell, 
clerk of the Superior Court of this city, 
has opened an office for the general prac- 
tice of law at 325 Houseman Building. 
Mr. Creswell will practice with the firm 
of Burlingame & Belden, whose offices 
adjoin his, and will also attend to his 
duties as clerk until the expiration of 
his term of office next May. 


Muskegon.—L. A. Soper has removed 
his office from the Mason block to the 
office occupied by C. L. Chamberlain in 
the Lawrence block. 


MINNESOTA, 


Benson.—G. W. Champlin has opened 
an office here in the Colby block. 

Fairmont.—E. C. Dean and J. L. 
Palmer have formed a copartnership and 
will hereafter practice under the firm 
name of Dean & Palmer. 

Rochester.—Messrs. Thos. Spillane, of 
this city, and Thos. Mohn, of Kenyon, 
have formed a co-partnership in Roches- 
ter, the joint business to begin Jan, 1 


next. 
MISSOURI. 


St. Louis.—Theo, R. Bland has located 
in St. Louis and has offices at 816 Ful- 
lerton Building. 


Webb City.—Karr & Burns of this 
city have dissolved. Mr. Karr will con- 
tinue in practice, but Mr. Burns has 
gone to mining at Duenweg. 

Webb City.—Charles H. Price of Mid- 
dlesboro, Ky., has opened an office here. 


OHIO. 


Adelphi.—Benjamin F. Waite has been 
admitted to practice before the Depart- 
ment of the Interior. 


Akron.—A partnership has been formed 
by F. M. Atterholt, D. L. Marvin and S. 
G. Rogers. They will occupy the rooms 
recently vacated by Grant & Sieber in 
the Akron Savings Bank Building. The 
firm name will be Atterholt, Marvin & 
Rogers. 

Akron.—W,. O. Wise has been admitted 
to practice in the United States Courts. 

Barnesville.—C, J. Howard of this place 
has been admitted to practice in the 
United States Courts. 

Cincinnati.—Lewis M. Hosea, Walter A. 
Knight and Charlies H. Jones have 
formed a partnership; they have located 
in the Johnston Building. 


Cincinnati.—The firm of Charles F. 
Hayes and J. A. Rudel, in the Temple 
Bar, has dissolved partnership. 


Cincinnati.—Walter A. Ryan, who has 
been with A. B. Benedict and T. A. Bruhl, 
has opened up an office in the Wiggins 
Block. 

Cincinnati.—Edward Barton, W. M. 
Fridman, E. T. Brown and Stanley Stru- 
ble have taken a suite of offices at Lin- 
coln Inn Court, and Abram Wellman and 
Louis 8S. Robinson, a new law firm, have 
taken offices with them. 

Cincinnati.—Gus. R. Werner and Harry 
Wernke have formed a law partnership. 
Wernke was formerly with Jones & 
James and the Fidelity & Deposit Com- 
pany. 

Coshocton.—Levi Williams has been ad- 
mitted to practice in the courts of Ohio. 
He will form a partnership with James 
Glenn. 

Cuyahoga.—Hon. C. N. Russell and M. 
M. McLane have moved their offices into 
the north rooms over Roethig’s meat 
market. Mayor D. F. Felmiy will have 
an office at the same place. 

Cleveland.—Rule & Shaw have opened 
an office in the Society for Savings 
Building. 

Dayton.—William W. Chapman, of this 
city, has been admitted to practice in the 
United States courts. He is the junior 
member of the firm of Compton & Chap- 


man. 
La Rue.—J. C. Johnston, of Marion, has 
opened an office here. 






divide his time 
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Napoleon.—C. F. Clement has moved 
his office from the Wilson block to the 
Eck Building on Perry street, first stair. 
way south of Washington street. 

Newark.—Frederic M, Black has re. 
moved his offices from 31% 8S. Park place 
to the new Fleeck Building, 24% West 
Main street. 


Steubensville—Enoch L. Pearce, who 
was recently admitted to the bar by the 
Supreme Court Committee of this State, 
has opened a law office in the new Union 
Deposit Bank Building on South Third 
street. 

Wellsville.—F. L. Wells, of Wellsville, 
has been admitted to practice in the 
United States Court. 


WISCONSIN. 

Ashland.—Judge Edgar Foster has re- 
turned from the South to open up an of- 
fice in Ashland, 

Madison.—The firm of F. K. Shuttle- 
worth and A. W. Dibble has dissolved 
partnership. 

Marinette.—Harlan M, Bird, a graduate 
of the Michigan Law School, has been 
appointed municipal judge to succeed J. 
H. McGillan, who has removed to Green 
Bay. 

Grand Rapids.—A new firm was formed 
at Grand Rapids recently, Conway & 
Conway uniting with George L. Williams 
under the firm name of Conway, Will- 
iams & Conway. The members are D. 
Conway, the present District Attorney of 
Wood County; George L. Williams, one 
of the veterans of the Wood County bar; 
W. J. Conway, a younger brother of the 
District Attorney. Mr. Williams will 

Setween Grand Rapids 
and Milwaukee, at which latter place he 
has assumed the practice of his brother, 
O. T. Williams, recently appointed Judge 
of the Superior Court of Milwaukee Coun- 
ty. 

Milwaukee.—Jared Thompson and Geo. 
T. Elliott have formed a partnership to 
be known as Thompson & Elliott. 


Milwaukee.—Edwin F. J. Goldsmith, 
who recently severed his connection with 
the firm of Nath. Pereles & Sons, has 
opened an office in the Germania build- 
ing. 

Oshkosh.—A new firm has been estab- 
lished in this city. The name of the or- 
ganization is Goodrick & Hay. Former- 
ly the name was Goodrick & Goodrick. 
Arthur B. Goodrick has retired from the 
active practice of law for the present and 
has gone to Elcho, Wis., to reside. 


Portage.—The firm of Murphy & Way- 
land to-day dissolved partnership by mu- 
tual consent. Mr. Wayland will continue 
his office in the Corning house and Mr. 
Murphy will have his office in the Voert- 
man block, over Rhyme’s drug store. 


WESTERN STATES. 


ARIZONA. 
Prescott.—J. D. Wakely has opened an 
office here. 
CALIFORNIA. 


Los Angeles.—L. R. Garrett and C. M. 
Hanson have been admitted to practice 
in the United States courts. 


Martinez.—Charles A. Willis has 
opened an office here in the same build- 
ing with Orlando McCraney. 

San Francisco.—Frederick V. Wood 
and C. D. Harvey have been admitted to 
practice in the United States District 
Court. 


Watsonville.—The firm of Rodgers & 
Wyckoff has been dissolved. H. ©. 
Wyckoff has entered into a partnership 
with Julius Lee, and W. L. Rodgers will 
practice alone. 


COLORADO. 


Colorado Springs.—Frank McLaughlin 
and W. O. Temple have opened offices 
here. 

Denver.—Judge James Glynn and 
Judge A. P. Rittenhouse have formed 4 
copartnership, with offices at 513 Quincy 
Building. 
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Denver.—The dissolution of the firm of 
Herrington Brothers is announced. The 
firm consisted of Cass E. Herrington, 
the County Attorney, and Fred Herring- 
ton, and the latter withdraws to join D. 
C. Beaman, attorney for the Colorado 
Fuel & Iron Works. 


KANSAS. 

Holton.—M. A. Bender has opened an 
office in the Sinning Block on the south 
side of the square. 

Topeka.—Otis Hungate and W. H. 
Thompson, of the firm of Hungate & 
Thompson, have dissolved partnership. 
They will occupy the same office for some 
time, until their partnership affairs have 
been settled up. 


NEBRASKA. 


Elwood.—E. T. McGuire has opened an 
office here. 

Grand Island.—The firm of Thummel 
& Pearne has dissolved and the name of 
the succeeding firm will be Harrison & 
Pearne, Supreme Judge Harrison being 
successor to Mr. Thummel. R. L. Har- 
rison, Jr., son of Deputy Sheriff Harri- 
son, will study law with the new firm and 
act as its stenographer. The firm will 
occupy the same suite of rooms in the 
Grand Island Banking Company Building 
now occupied by Thummel & Pearne. 

Omaha.—Dalmateer & Chick is the 
name of a new firm. 


NEW MEXICO. 
Rio Grande.—R. L. Young has opened 
an office here in the Rouault Building 
next to his store. 


NORTH DAKOTA. 
Bathgate.—The new firm of Skulason 
& Coger have opened up offices in the I. 
J. Foster Building, on Garfield street. 
Devil's Lake.—Silver Serumgard has 
been admitted to practice before the De- 
partment of the Interior. 


Devil's Lake—B. D. Townsend and 
Joseph Denoyer have decided to enter 
upon a partnership, and will practice law 
under the firm name of Townsend & De- 
moyer. For the time being they will oc- 
cupy their present offices. 

Fargo.—A partnership has been formed 
between M. A. Hildreth and B. E. Ing- 
waldson. A temporary partnership was 
in existence during the time that Lieut. 
Hildreth was in the Philippines. The 
firm is now permanent. 


Grand Forks.—The partnership of At- 


torneys M. Conklin and James A. Mur- 
phy, of Jimtown, has been dissolved and 
Mr. Murphy continues the business as 


heretofore. Mr. Conklin withdraws from 
the firm to devote his entire time to the 
business of the Northern Pacific Rail- 
way, for which he is the local attorney. 

Langdon.—J. M. Stecker and I. E. Rich- 
ardson have formed a co-partnership un- 
der the firm name of Richardson & 


‘Stecker. 
OKLAHOMA. 


Arapahoe.—Farmer & Wheeler is the 
name of a new firm here. 

Newkirk.—Cline & Hill have fitted up 
new offices over the Kay County Bank. 


OREGON, 


Salem.—J. A. Jeffrey has opened a new 
Office in the Ladd & Bush Bank Block. 


SOUTH DAKOTA. 
Mitchell.—A. C, Thompson has opened 
an office here, having purchased the bus- 
iness of W. H, Helwig. 


UTAH. 


Salt Lake City.—The well known firm 
of Bennett, Harkness, Howat, Bradley 
& Richards will undergo an important 
‘change on January Ist next. 


Upon that date W. M. Bradley, who 
has been connected with the firm since 
1886, will retire, and Waldemar Van 
Cott and George Sutherland, of the pres- 
-ent firm of Williams, Van Cott & Suther- 
dJand, will become members. 
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WASHINGTON. 


Seattle—_W. E. Humphrey, of this city, 
has formed a co-partnership with Hon. 
Allen Wier, of Olympia. 


Spokane.—A, W. Salisbury, of Daven- 
port, has opened an office in Spokane in 
partnership with Mr. Bronaugh, of this 
city. The firm intends to keep offices in 
both places. 


CANADA. 


Toronto.—Mr. Spence, of the firm of 
Mearns & Spence, barristers, Toronto, 
has retired from the firm and Theo. A. 
Hunt, B. A., has taken his place. 


THE NEW YORK CITY BAR. 


Matters of Interest to Attorneys Prac- 
ticing Within the Limits of 
Greater New York. 

(New York city attorneys are requested to send 
notices of change of address, organization and 
dissolution of partnerships, etc., for insertion. 

No charge is made.—Ed.) 


Henry C. Henderson to Pay Fine. 

Judge Newburger, in Part III, of Gen- 
eral Sessions, on November 10 confirmed 
the action of Magistrate Olmsted in sen- 
tencing Henry C. Henderson, Capt. 
Price’s lawyer, to pay a fine of $5 or 
spend five days in jail. Henderson was 
convicted of disorderly conduct in dis- 
turbing the Mazet Committee one day 
last June. John Proctor Clarke repre- 
sented the committee. 


T. C. Campbell Fully Exonerated. 


After T. C. Campbell, a lawyer, had 
just filed his action in a case in which 
he, his brother and Charles M. Hodson 
had been arrested, the three defendants 
were exonerated and discharged by Mag- 
istrate Flammer, in Jefferson Market 
Court, on November lith. They had been 
accused of extortion by Mrs. Huysmann, 
of West Thirty-fifth street. Several ad- 
journments of the case had been ordered 
against Mr. Campbell's protest, and when 
the hearing was begun the attorney 
for the plaintiff wished to withdraw 
the charge. Mr. Campbell, however, 
asked for an examination. He said 
he merely had been employed as an at- 
torney. His brother, he added, was vis- 
iting this city and happened to be with 
him when the settlement was made. Mag- 
istrate Flammer decided his duty was to 
discharge the defendants. 


Attorney General to Take Charge of 
Election Cases. 

Attorney General Davies has been di- 
rected by Gov, Roosevelt to take charge 
of all election violation cases in New 
York city whether they be presented to 
the special grand jury to be convened 
in that city by order of the Governor or 
to the special grand jury called by Dis- 
trict Attorney Gardner. This takes from 
District Attorney Gardner the prosecu- 
tion of any cases in that city growing out 
of the recent election. 


Death of Effingham H. Nichols. 
Effingham H. Nichols, who resided at 
620 Fifth avenue, died in Connecticut 
Nov. 4 from a complication of diseases, 
in the seventy-first year of his age. He 
was graduated from Yale in 1841. He 
was associated with Benjamin R. Curtis 
in several large cases. He was a member 
of the Union League Club and a fellow of 

the London Society of Science and Art. 


Will of the Late Judge Daly. 

The will of the late Judge Charles P. 
Daly, who died in Sag Harbor a short 
time ago, was,;recently proved. The es- 
tate is valued at $100,000, $50,000 being in 
real estate. The American Geographical 
Society received $5,000, to be applied for 
the founding of a medal to be given for 
distinguished geographical services, and 
also a silver box to be purchased in 
Spain from a descendant of Christopher 
Columbus; the University of New York 
his legal works and works relating to 
law; Henry R. Hoyt, his partner, his 






























law library; New York Historical Society, 
$5,000; Metropolitan Art Museum in New 
York, all of his pictures; Marguerite R. 
Hoyt, daughter of his law partner, the 
judge’s county seat in Sag Harbor and 
all the effects of the house at 34 Clinton 
avenue, New York, and the Northern 
Dispensary of New York and the New 
York City Association for the Improve- 
ment of the Condition of the Poor, $5,000 
each. A trust of $20,000 for Rosalie Sta- 
ples during her life is ultimately to be 
turned over to the New York Botanical 
Society. Another trust, of $20,000 is creat- 
ed for Paul Du Chaillu, and at his death 
the principal and interest and the remain- 
der of the estate is to be divided among 
the heirs, the American Geographical So- 
ciety and the New York Botanical So- 
ciety to have one-sixteenth each. In an- 
other codicil Judge Daly gives George C. 
Hurlbut, librarian of the American Geo- 
graphical Society, $5,000 to act as his 
literary executor. 


To Decide a Novel Question. 

Judge Bookstaver, in the Supreme 
Court, has reserved his decision on a 
motion to vacate the attachment issued 
in the case of John G. Hassard against 
the United States of Mexico. The action 
was brought by Hassard to recover on 
three thousand bonds issued by Mexico 
in 1865, and amounting, with interest, to 
about $10,000,000. The attachment was is- 
sued in July, 1899. A motion was made to 
vacate this attachment by General Henry 
L. Burnett, United States District Attor- 
ney for the Southern District of New 
York, acting under instructions of the 
Attorney-General of the United States. 
The affidavit and notice of motion were 
served upon Franklin Bien, as counsel 
for Mr. Hassard, who immediately re- 
turned the same on the ground that Gen- 
eral Burnett had no right to appear under 
the law of this State, except for three 
classes of persons—for the defendants, 
for persons whose property was attached 
and for junior attaching creditors, and 
that there was no such power, as asserted 
by General Burnett, to act as friend of 
the Court to call the attention of the 
Court that the Court had no jurisdiction 
in issuing the attachment. Judge Book- 
staver said it was the first time this 
question had been raised in this State. 


William B. Barnet Exonerated. 


William B. Barnet, the lawyer of 44 
Broadway, who was arrested at the Hoff- 
man House, charged with attempting to 
compound a felony, has been exonerated 
in the Jefferson Market Court, The com- 
plaint had been made by John C. Robin- 
son, counsel for Miss Adelaide Cutler, 
a stenographer of 226 West Forty- 
eighth street. Miss Cutler said that some 
time ago she gave $200 to Eugene Davis 
to invest in stocks for her; that she drew 
$60 in dividends, and then ordered the 
sale of the stock, and that she could not 
get her money from Davis. Barnet, it 
was charged, came to Miss Cutler and 
offered her $165 if she would sign a paper 
quitting her claims against Davis, a war- 
rant for whom had been sworn out. Bar- 
net admitted acting for Davis in offering 
the woman money to settle, but said that 
he was not aware of the circumstances of 
the case. Robinson told the Magistrate 
that Barnet had been deceived, he be- 
lieved, and asked Magistrate Zeller to 
discharge him, which was done. 


D. Edgar Anthony Sentenced. 


D. Edgar Anthony, who was founded 
guilty of grand larceny in the second 
degree recently by a jury, before Judge 
Aspinall, in the County Court, for ap- 
prepriating the sum of $223.66, belonging 
to Miss Laura H. Johnson, his former 
client, of 148 Montague street, has been 
sentenced by Judge Aspinall to five years 
in Sing Sing at hard labor. The action 
which resulted in the indictment of An- 
thony and on which he was convicted 
and sentenced, was begun by Miss John- 
son some time ago. She was formerly a 
resident of Battle Creek, Mich., and, ac- 
cording to her testimony in the trial of 
Anthony, she came to this city in 1898, 
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where she made the acquaintance of Mr. 
and Mrs. Anthony. She was invited to 
visit them at their home at 88 Decatur 
street and she finally engaged Anthony 
as her counsel. She had some money in 
the bank at Battle Creek that she wished 
to have transferred to a bank in this 
borough. Mr. Anthony, she testified, in- 
formed her that he had an account in 
the Mechanics’ Bank here and that if 
she would give him a check on the Bat- 
tle Creek bank he would see it was de- 
posited here. Miss Johnson testified that 
she gave Anthony the check, who gave 
her a receipt for it. She needed some 
money from time to time and she got 
from Anthony small sums, amounting 
altogether to $35. 

Miss Johnson had done some service, 
as she claimed, for a sanitarium in Bat- 
tle Creek and she had a claim against 
the proprietor of the institution for $700. 
She engaged Anthony to press the claim 
and she testified that she paid Anthony 
$45 for her services. Miss Johnson said 
that she had never been able to get the 
balance of the check from Anthony, al- 
though she had often asked him for it. 
She said that she was told that the 
check had been lost. It was shown by 
witnesses that the check was deposited 
ir. the Mechanics’ Bank Dec. 30, 1898. 

Anthony on the witness stand denied 
positively that he had ever said to the 
complaining witness that he had lost the 
check and asserted that Miss Johnson 
had told him that he might retain the 
amount of the check as his professional 
fee for the work done for her in the suit 
against the sanitarium. 

Be Sure to Put Proper Postage on En- 
velopes in Serving by Mail. 

A motion for judgment in an action 
for foreclosure was made recently be- 
fore Justice Bookstaver of the Supreme 
Court, by counsel for a man named 
Rosenberg. The defendant’s name was 
Goldman. The mortgage, with the in- 
terest due thereon, amounted to about 
$20,000. Counsel for the plaintiff asked 
that he be allowed to enter judgment by 
default, on the ground that the answer 
filed by the defendant was defective, and 
that he had returned it, stating this to 
be a fact. The defendant’s attorney did 
not file any second answer, and the 
plaintiff was therefore entitled to judg- 
ment, 

Counsel for the defendant admitted 
that the answer put in by his client had 
been returned, but said that the envelope 
in which it was inclosed had only 3 cents’ 
postage on it, while it should have had 
4. He argued, therefore, that there had 
been no legal delivery to him of the de- 
fective answer. 

Justice Bookstaver ruled that this was 
an extremely novel point, but as the 
plaintiff's attorney admitted that only 3 
cents’ postage had been put on the en- 
velope, where 4 cents were necessary, he 
denied the plaintiff's application and per- 
mitted the alleged defective answer to 
stand. 

The Hilton Will Case. 

An application was made recently to 
Surrogate Fitzgerald by A. H. Hummel 
and John R. Dos Passos, as counsel for 
Henry G. Hilton, for the appointment of 
a temporary administrator for the es- 
tate of Judge Henry Hilton, pending the 
determination of the contest of his fath- 
er’s will by their client. The ground on 
which the application was made was that 
the delay consequent on the contest 
would require the appointment of a tem- 
porary administrator to take charge of 
the property until a decision could be 
obtained as to the validity of the will. 

Mr. McClure, who appeared for Mrs. 
Cornelia H. Hughes, a daughter of Judge 
Hilton, who resides in England, and her 
son, asked that ex-Judge Horace Rus- 
sell, a son-in-law of the testator, and 
Edward D. Harris, the two executors 
appointed in the will, on account of their 
knowledge of the real and personal prop- 
erties left by Judge Hilton, which were 
in a very complicated condition, be ap- 
pointed as temporary administrators. 
Mr. McClure was supported in this re- 





quest by counsel for the other heirs-at- 
law and beneficiaries under the will, ex- 
cept the contestant. Jabish Holmes, Jr., 
counsel for Mrs. Horace Russell and 
other heirs, said that Judge Russell had 
been Judge Hilton’s confidential legal ad- 
viser for many years, and was thorough- 
ly conversant with the management of 
the real and personal estate. Mr. Harris 
was an architect, and for over a quarter 
of a century had built and made all the 
alterations in buildings on behalf of 
Judge Hilton. 

Mr. McClure went over the same 
ground, and said that the application for 
the appointment of the executors of the 
will as temporary administrators was 
concurred in by the heirs representing 
four-fifths of the estate. 

Mr. Hummel said the value of the es- 
tate was estimated at hetween $9,000,000 
and $10,000,000, while Mr. McClure placed 
its value at $6,000,000. The latter said 
that the law firm of Shipman, Larocque 
& Choate had claims against the estate 
aggregating $210,000, and the Chemical 
National Bank had claims amounting to 
$150,000. They joined in the application 
for the appointment of Judge Russell 
and Mr. Harris as the temporary admin- 
istrators. 

Surrogate Fitzgerald asked Mr. Hum- 
mel if he would suggest the appointment 
of any particular person. 

“No,” Mr. Hummel replied, “we will 
leave the selection to your Honor.” 

Surrogate Fitzgerald reserved his de- 
cision. 

Henry G. Hilton, the contestant, was 
cut off by his father with a bequest of 
$25,000, which by a clause in the will is 
to be paid by the executors at such times 
and in such amounts as they may think 
fit, for his son’s use, or for that of his 
son’s wife, Mrs. Agnes S. Hilton. 


Mr. Hansen Charges Conspiracy. 


What is alleged to be a bold attempt 
to levy blackmail came up at a private 
examination here in November in the 
Centre Street Court before Magistrate 
Mayo. The complaint was made by Carl 
Fischer Hansen, a lawyer, of No. 43 Nas- 
sau street, and those held for the crime 
are now in the keeping of Warden Hagan 
of the Tombs. They are Christine Sjorgen 
about forty-six years old, of Cedarhurst, 
Long Island, and James N. Petersen, 
forty years old, of No. 348 West Thirty- 
third street. Both were arrested by Cen- 
tral Office Detectives Lang and Funston. 
The technical charge against them is vio- 
lation of section 168 of the Penal Code, 
as applying to conspiracy. - 

It is alleged that after a conspirac 
which took nearly seven years to devel- 
op Miss Christine Sjorgen instituted a 
suit for breach of promise of marriage 
against Hansen, demanding the sum of 
$10,000. The suit was brought at her in- 
stance, and stated by Hymes & Schaap, 
of No. 61 Park Row, the papers being 
served on Mr. Hansen three weeks ago. 
The latter immediately placed the case 
in the hands of George Gordon Battle, 
who brought the matter to the attention 
of the District Attorney’s office, and Dep- 
uty Assistant District Attorney Honey 
was assigned to the case. After a care- 
ful inquiry into the matter by Mr. Honey 
warrants were secured charging conspir- 
acy. It appears that in December, 1892, 
when Mr. Hansen lived at No. 518 East 
Fifty-seventh street, he employed Miss 
Sjorgen as a cook at $12 a month. After 
three months’ service Mr. Hansen dis- 
charged her. From that time until about 
two months ago Mr. Hansen says he 
never heard a word from Miss Christine. 
In June, 1896, Mr. Hansen married and 
spent his honeymoon abroad. 

Deputy Assistant District Attorney 
Honey declares that this is only one of 
the many attempts that have been made 
to levy blackmail on Mr. Hansen. De- 
tective Lang in his testimony swore that 
Petersen about two months ago on 
Broadway told him that he _ intended 
making Mr. Hansen “come to time” 
financially. 


Miss Niegourd, a witness for the pros- 
ecution, testified that she had been asked 
by Petersen to testify in favor of Miss 
Sjorgen, being promised $2,000 if she 
would do so. This, she said, she refused 
to do. Miss Sjorgen, she says, told her 
that Mr. Hansen never promised to 
marry her. Other witnesses gave sim- 
ilar testimony, after which Mr. Hymes, 
who said he represented Miss Sjorgen, 
was called as a witness by Mr. Honey. 
The witness admitted that his firm had 
prepared the papers in the breach cf 
promise suit instituted against Mr. Han- 
sen, though the plaintiff in the breach of 
promise action told Magistrate Mayo, 
when examined, that she did not know 
the name of her counsel. 

Other witnesses testified that they had 
been importuned to give testimony in 
favor of Miss Sjorgen on promise of be- 
ing financially remunerated. 





THE CHARGES AGAINST DIS- 
TRICT-ATTORNEY GARDINER. 


Individual members of the Municipal 
Government Committee of the City Club 
have placed in the hands of Gov. Roose- 
velt a number of charges against Asa 
Bird Gardiner, District Attorney of New 
York, and have demanded an investiga- 
tion as to the methods employed in his 
office. These charges, which are made 
upon information and belief, are as fol- 
lows: 


MISFEASANCE OR MISUSE AND 
ABUSE OF OFFICIAL POWER. 


I. He has made unjust and oppressive 
use of his prerogatives and privileges by 
his manner of initiating prosecutions be- 
fore the Grand Jury examining witnesses 
before it and advising it as to indict- 
ments. A flagrant instance of this abuse 
is the case of The People vs. Nicholas 
Murray Butler, Henry Holt and Charles 
Holt, for alleged criminal libel, where, 
without preliminary inquiry or reason- 
able grounds, he procured a secret indict- 
ment that was dismissed by the court as 
not based in fact. 


II. He has so administered his office that 
it has served in many instances to shield 
alleged criminals rather than to protect 
the people by punishing and prosecuting 
crime. 


1. He has in about 2,000 cases procured 
or permitted indictments to be dismissed 
or bail discharged and defendants freed 
without trial. 

2. He has consented to and permitted 
the withdrawal from Special Sessions of 
numerous cases which were properly tri- 
able there, and by so doing has facilitat- 
ed the discharge or ultimate immunity of 
criminals. Between Jan. 1, 1898, and June 
14, 1899, there were, aside from liquor tax 
cases, 397 such transfers. Two hundred 
and thirteen of these failed of indict- 
ment. Including liquor tax cases, there 
were 1,254 transfers, with a total of 1,029 
failures of indictment. 

3. He has shown a persistent purpose 
and effort to nullify the Liquor Tax law 
in New York County. Of 975 cases which 
appeared in Special Sessions, where they 
are directed to be prosecuted, only 115 
were disposed of in that court. Eight 
hundred and fifty-seven cases were 
transferred to the Grand Jury by the 
consent or without the opposition of the 
District Attorney, and of these 816 failed 
of indictment. Of forty-one indictments 
found only three convictions were had at 
trial, while four pleaded guilty and eight 
were pending June 14, 1898. Many of the 
liquor tax cases which actually came up 
for trial were both in the calendar meth- 
ods adopted, and in the manner of prose- 
cution, so dealt with as to indicate a 
clear unwillingness to enforce the law. 

4. His neglect of duty in regard to for- 
feited recognizances is eo great and per- 
sistant as to constitute a count in the 
charge of favoring wrongdoers. 
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5. The same is true in regard to delay 
of trials. 

6. He has appeared in court in behalf 
of defendants whom it was his duty to 
prosecute. 

Ill. He has hindered the proper admin- 
istration of criminal justice by publicly 
and repeatedly claiming to be indepen- 
dent of, and superior to, the judges of 
the courts in which he appears. He has 
criticised and patronized them in open 
court and in published statements. He 
has thus precipitated unseemly conflicts 
of authority and induced wasteful dead- 
locks in the public courts, to the direct 
and serious impairment of the dignity 
and usefulness of the courts and of his 
own Office. 

IV. He has used or sought to use his 
authority and position to prevent free 
public criticism of local officials. See the 
Little case, cited as People vs. Butler, 
and the District Attorney’s public utter- 
ances in regard thereto. 

V. While the Grand Jury of the Court 
of General Sessions was daily adjourning 
at an early hour for want of sufficient 
business he has applied to the Supreme 
Court for the summoning of a Special 
Grand Jury in the criminal branch of 
that court. 

VI. His management of that office has 
crippled the usefulness of many co-ordi- 
mate and related departments in the city 
and county, and has thus deprived the 
people of the full efficiency, not only of 
the criminal courte, but of such branches 
of government as City Magistrates, the 
Police Department, the State Excise De- 
partment, the Coroners, and all branches 
having public powers. 


NONFEASANCE OR NEGLECT OF OF- 
FICIAL DUTY. 


VII. He has failed to give effect to the 
provisions of law regarding forfeited rec- 
ognizances. From Jan. 1, 1898, to June 
20, 1899, $204,550 of bonds were forfeited 
in General and Special Sessions. Of these 
$21,500 were not docketed, $92,400 were re- 
turned as unsatisfied executions, $36,750 
were not returned on the dockets, $13,200 
were vacated, and $20,650 (whereof $20,000 
in a single case), were satisfied on the 
docket. The total return to the Comp- 
troller by the District Attorney's office, 
including bonds entered up under pre- 
vious incumbents, was $25,703, little or 
none of which was collected by the ef- 
forts of the District Attorney. These 
figures do not include the forfeiture de- 
clared in the Magistrates’ Courts. 

VIII. He has failed to prosecute alleged 
offenders against the Election law. 


TX. He has negligently delayed the 
presentation of cases to the Grand Jury. 

X. He has negligently and wrongfully 
delayed the trial of causes. 


XI. He has failed to furnish an ade- 
quate number of prepared cases to keep 
the courts occupied. They have been 
obliged to adjourn for want of causes at 
a time when accused persons in and out 
of prison were entitled to trial, and when 
the interests of the people were suffering 
by delay. 

XII. He has failed properly to prepare 
and try his cases and has often been 
publicly criticised by the trial judges for 
this neglect. 

XIII. He has failed to oppose the ap- 
plications of defendants for an unjusti- 
filable removal of their cases from Spe- 
cial Sessions. 

XIV. He has failed of proper respect 
for and co-operation with the courts and 
judges, and by so doing has fallen short 
of the responsibilities of his office. 

XV. He has failed to appoint and 
maintain a proper and competent staff 
of assistants. 

XVI. He has flagrantly and persistent- 
ly neglected his duty as it is set forth 
in the Liquor Tax law. 


MALFEASANCE OR WRONGFUL 
ACTS. 


XVII. He has attempted by wrongful 
means to influence the selection and ac- 
tion of Grand Jurors. 





XVIII. He has unlawfully caused or 
permitted political and other improper 
considerations to influence the action and 
inaction of his office in the matter of in- 
dictment procurements and dismissals. 

XIX.—He has made extravagant and 
unlawful expenditures of public funds. 


DEMONSTRATED UNFITNESS FOR 
THE OFFICE. 


XX.—He has shown himself possessed 
of a deficient moral sense, and by act 
and word has demonstrated his mental 
incapacity and temperamental unfitness 
for such a public service as his office re- 
quires. His demeanor in and out of 
court has tended to bring ridicule and 
contempt upon the administration of 
criminal justice in the county and upon 
the community itself. 

The charges are signed by Thomas R. 
Slicer, Frederick De Witt Wells, V. 
Everit Macy, James B. Reynolds, Charles 
C. Nadal, Adolphe Openhym, Oswald 
Garrison Villard, James W. Pryor, John 
A. McKim and Arthur F. Cosby. They 
say in conclusion: ‘“‘We stand ready to 
prove the foregoing charges and- specifi- 
cations, or one or more of them, and we 
respectfully request the removal of said 
Asa Bird Gardiner, whose continuance 
in said office is at once a scandal and 
menace.” 

Before the charges were sent to the 
Governor they were examined by a com- 
mittee composed of Wheeler H. Peck- 
ham, Everett P. Wheeler, Simon Sterne, 
and Horace EB. Deming, which determined 
that they were proper and fit to be pre- 
sented. 

The specifications attached to the 
charges contain nearly 500 pages of type- 
written matter. Among the more im- 
portant are the following: 

Schedule A mentions two cases—that of 
Roland B. Molineux and that of Dr. 
Trumbull W. Cleaveland. These come 
under the alleged oppressive use of his 
prerogatives by the District Attorney. 

Schedule B takes up the greater por- 
tion of the document. It comprises in- 
dictments dismissed in court from Jan. 1, 
1898, to May 15, 1899, and bail discharges 
in the same period. There are 485 in- 
dictments set forth as dismissed, the 
schedule giving the names, the time the 
indictment was filed, and the offense. 

Schedule E takes up the relations be- 
tween the District Attorney and the 
judges. It says: 

“On March 13, 1899, the District Attor- 
ney and his assistants refused to answer 
properly to the call of the calendars in 
the Court of General Sessions, and denied 
the right of the judges to call the calen- 
dar, and by such conduct compelled the 
early adjournment of the several parts 
of the court for lack of business. 


“On March 14, 1899, the District Attor- 
ney caused the arrest of an attendant of 
the Court of General Sessions in the part 
in which Recorder Goff was presiding, be- 
cause, under the directions of the court, 
admission to the court room was refused 
him during the delivery of a charge to a 
jury. 

“On March 15, 1899, the District Attor- 
ney applied for a writ of mandamus 
against Recorder Goff, to compel the 
abrogation of the above rule in his favor. 

“On April 20, 21 and 22, 1899, the Dis- 
trict Attorney was criticised from the 
bench of the Court of General Sessions 
for his neglect in putting upon the day 
calendar for trial many cases in which 
the defendants were dead, or where, for 
reasons which were known, or should 
have been known to the District Attor- 
ney, he could not move the cases for 
trial. 

“In numerous letters, statements and 
interviews the District Attorney has im- 
properly claimed to possess ‘constitu- 
tional prerogatives’ which rendered him 
independent of and superior to the judges 
of the criminal courts. 

“In verbal statements and in written 
briefs in and out of court he has boast- 
fully claimed greater qualifications and 
broader knowledge than the judges, and 
has shown resentment because his asser- 





tions of ‘quasi-judicial’ functions were 
not recognized from the bench.” 

Schedule H gives forty-two cases of ar- 
rests in 1898 by detectives where indict- 
ments were not found. 

Schedule K calls attention to the trial 
minutes of ten cases for examples of 
abuse and incompetence. Among these 
cases is that of Molineux. Special atten- 
tion is directed to the trial minutes of 
excise and liquor cases tried in Part IV. 
in April and May, 1899. 

Schedule L calls attention to five cases 
of alleged unlawful use of prerogative. 
a cases of Holt and Butler are among 

em. 


Schedule M arraigns the District Attor- 
ney for: 

“His defense of the election law offend- 
ers after his election to the office of Dis- 
trict Attorney. See Nineteenth Assembly 
District case, election of 1897. 

“His submission of a brief for the de- 
fense in the case of the People ex rel. 
Crawford v. Henderson. 

“The submission of a brief for the de- 
fense in the case of the People v. John 
Cc. Sheehan. 


“a arrest of the doorkeeper in March, 
“His application for a mandamus. 
“The second doorkeeper incident in Oc- 

tober, 1899. 

“His letter to the judges of the Court 
of General Sessions on the subject cf 
calendars. 

“His letter to the same judges on the 
subject of his attitude on the question of 
transfers from the Special Sessions to 
the General Sessions. 

“His display of prejudice against the 
Court of General Sessions of the Peace 
on the alleged ground that it is inferior 
to the Supreme Court—criminal branch— 
and therefore unworthy to be intrusted 
with the trial of the most serious crim- 
inal cases. This has been shown by his 
letters to the Appellate Division request- 
ing additional terms of the criminal 
branch at times when the trial parts of 
the General Sessions were adjourning for 
want of business, while defendants in 
homicide cases were awaiting trials, and 
while old cases were being put on the 
day calendars. 

“His letter to the Sinking Fund Com- 
missioners d the assignment to 
his use of the anterooms and library of 
= judges in the Court of General Ses- 

ons. 

“His obtrusive self-praise. 

“The ridicule and contempt which his 


conduct has brought upon the County of 
New York.” 





INTERNATIONAL MEDICAL CON- 


GRESS OF 1900, PARIS. 


SECTION OF FORENSIC MEDICINE, 
PROF. P. BROUARDEL, PRESIDENT. 
AMERICAN AUXILIARY COMMITTEE. 


Clark Bell., Esq., LL. D., 
New York City. 


The following Auxiliary Committee is 
announced as organized, pursuant to the 
request of the officers of the Section. 

Clark Bell, LL. D., President American 
International Medico-Legal Congress; 
Editor Medico-Legal Journal and Ex- 
President Medico-Legal Society of New 
York, Chairman. 


Toxicology. Prof. R. Ogden Doremus, 
M. D., Ex-President Medico-Legal So- 
ciety of New York; Prof. W. B. McVey, 
of Boston, Mass.; Toxicologist, Medico- 
Legal Society of New York. 

Mental Medicine. P. M. Wise, M. D., 
President State Lunacy Commission, N. 
Y.; Daniel Clark, M. D., Superintendent 
Provincial Asylum for Insane, Toronto, 
Ontario. 


Military Surgery. Surgeon General 
Nicholas Senn, M. D., of Chicago; Sur- 
geon General R. Harvey Reid, of Wyom- 
ing; Major Geo. Goodfellow, M. D., of 
San Francisco, Cal. 


Chairman, 
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Railway Surgery. Chief-Surgeon W. B. 
Outten, M. D., of St. Louis, Mo., of the 
Missouri Pacific Railway system; Chief 
Surgeon F. H. Caldwell, of the Plant 
Railway system; Hon. Joseph W. Fel- 
lows, of Manchester, N. H.; Geo. Chaffee, 
M. D., of the Long Island Railway sys- 
tem, Ex-President N. Y. State Associa- 
tion Railway Surgeons; Prof. W. Xavier 
Sedduth, of Chicago, II. 

Psychological. Prof. J. T. Eskridge, of 
Denver, Col.; D. R. Wallace, M. D.; Ex- 
Supt. State Hospital for Insane, Waco, 
Tex.; T. D. Crothers, M. D., Superintend- 
ent Walnut Hill Home for Inebriates, 
Hartford, Conn.; James T. Searcy, M. D., 
Superintendent Alabama State Hospital 
for Insane, Tuscaloosa, Ala.; A. E. Os- 
borne, M. D., Superintendent, of Glen 
Ellen, Cal.; Geo. W. Grover, M. D., Shef- 
field, Mass., Daniel R. Brower, M. D., 
Chicago, Ill.; J. M. Henderson, M. D., 
Central State Hospital, Petersburgh, Va.; 
F. T. Labadie, M. D., Assistant Secre- 
tary, 147 East 56th Street, New York 
City; Wyatt Johnsone, M. D., Montreal, 
Q., Canada. 

Chemistry. Prof. Victor C. Vaughan, 
University Ann Arbor, Mich.; Geo. B. 
Miller, M. D., Ex-Chemist Medico-Legal 
Society, of New York, Philadelphia, Pa. 

Sociology and Criminology. Moritz El- 
linger, Esq., of New York City, Corre- 
sponding Secretary Medico-Legal So- 
ciety, Secretary American International 
Medico-Legal Congress and Secretary of 
this Committee; Judge Abram H. Daily, 
of Brooklyn, Ex-President Medico-Legal 
Society of New York; Geo. F. Moore, 
Esq., Ex-U. S. Attorney for Alabama, of 
Montgomery, Ala.; Rev. Phebe A. Hana- 
ford, of New York City. 

The following, American Medico-Legal 
Jurists, will contribute papers to this 
Section of the Congress, with titles as 
announced: 

George Chaffee, M. D., Surgeon of Long 
Island Railway, Ex-President New York 
State Association of Railway Surgeons, 
“The Work of the New York State As- 
sociation of Railway Surgeons.” 

Albert Bach, Esq., Assistant Corpora- 
tion Counsel of New York City, Presi- 
dent Medico-Legal Society of New York, 
“The Rehabilitation of the Expert Wit- 
ness.” 

Prof. W. Xavier Sudduth, Chairman of 
the Psychological Section of the New 
York Medico-Legal Society, of Chicago, 
Ill., “Personal Magnetism.” 

D. R. Wallace, M. D., of Waco, Tex., 
Ex-Superintendent State Hospital for In- 
sane, “La Combustion des Cadavres 
Criminelles et Pauvres.”’ 

Michael Campbell, M. D., Superintend- 
ent Lyons’ View Hospital, Knoxville, 
Tennessee, ‘““‘The Rational Treatment by 
the Courts of the Criminal Insane.” 

Capt. R. W. Shufeldt, U. S. Army, of 
Washington, D. C., “Psycopathia Sexu- 
alis and Divorce.” 

Helen Densmore, M. D., of Brooklyn, 
N. Y., “The Cure of Consumption at Pa- 
tient’s Home, Even in its Advanced 
Stages.” 

Prof. Thos. Bassett Keyes, M. D., of 
Chicago, Ill., Editor Journal and Review 
of Tuberculosis, “Should Consumption be 
Quarantined?” 

George F. Moore, Esq., Ex-U. 8S. At- 
torney for Alabama, “Des delits Result- 
ant de la Pratique du Magnetism, par 
des Personnes non Diplomees.” 

Clark Bell, Esqa., Lil. D., Honorary 
Member Medico-Legal Society of France, 
Ex-President and General Secretary 
Medico-Legal Society of New York, Pres- 
ident International Medico-Legal Con- 
gress, will contribute a paper entitled 
“La Medicine Legale en Amerique en 19e 
Siecle.” 

Clark Bell, Esq., LL. D., of New York, 
“Railway Surgery in America.’” 

T. D. Crothers, M. D., Vice-President 
Medico-Legal Congress, Editor Journal of 
Inebriety, Hartford, Conn., “Inebriate 
Criminals.” ‘ 

Montague R. Leverson, Esq., M. D., 
Fort Hamilton, N. Y., “The Right of the 
State to Impose Any Medical Practice or 
Dogma Upon its Citizens.” 








Hart Vance, Esq., of Louisville, Ky., 
“Universal Induction, or Vis Harmonia.” 

Prof. D. R. Brower, M. D., of Chicago, 
“Asexualization of Degenerates in its 
Medico-Legal Relations.” 

“L. Enseignement de la Medicine-Legal 
dans, la Providence de Quebec,” par le 
Docteurs Wyatt Johnson, M. D., et 
Georges Villeneuve, M. D., de Montreal, 


“Le Valeur Medico-Legale de la Preuve 
de Gosio,” par le Docteur Wyatt John- 
son, M. D., de Montreal, Q. 

The foregoing are contributions placed 
in charge of the Committee and will be 
classified later and submitted to the dis- 
position of the Chairman of the depart- 
ments under the advice and direction of 
— P. Brouardel, President of the Sec- 
tion. 

The following gentlemen are to con- 
tribute papers or to take part in the dis- 
cussion: 

W. H. Mitchell, M. D., Ex-President of 
the Medico-Legal Society of New York. 

Prof. W. B. McVey, of Boston, Mass., 
Toxicologist of the Medico-Legal Society. 

Prof. Victor C. Vaughan, of Ann Ar- 
bor University, Mich. 

Dr. J. N. Hall, of Denver, Col. 

—" George B. Miller, of Philadelphia, 

a. 


H. Gerald Chapin, Esq., LL. D., of New 
York., Editor of the American Lawyer. 

Carleton Simon, M. D., of New York. 

Dr. Daniel Clark, Supt. Provincial Hos- 
pital for Insane, Toronto, Ontario. 

Wm. Lee Howard, M. D., Vice Chair- 
man Psychological Section Medico-Legal 
Society, of Baltimore, Md. 

Ida Trafford Bell, of New York, Trus- 
tee Medico-Legal Society. 

M. W. Newcomer, M. D., of Indiana. 

Surgeon-General Col. R. Harvey Reed, 
M. D., of State of Wyoming. 

Surgeon Webb J. Kelly, M. D., of Gal- 
ion, Ohio, member Ex-Committee Section 
Medico-Legal Surgery. 

John J. Scott, M. D., Shreveport, La. 

Prof. Daniel R. Brower, M. D., Chi- 
cago, Ill. 

Moritz Ellinger, Esq., Secretary of the 
Auxiliary Committee. 

Be Mount Bleyer, M. D., of New York 
ity. 
ae Abraham H. Daily, of Brooklyn, 


W. S. Watson, M. D. Supt., etc., Fish- 
kill on Hudson, N. Y. 

W. B. Outten, M. D., Chief Surgeon M. 
P. Railway system, of St. Louis, Mo. 

Dr. Justin A. Herold, of New York. 

Andrew J. Hirschl, Esq., of the Chicago 
Bar. 

Bettini di Moise, M. D., Bacteriologist 
of the Medico-Legal Society. 

Frederick L. Hoffman, Esq., of Newark, 
N. J. 

Sophia McClelland, Westchester, N. Y. 

Alexander Wilder, Newark, N. J. 


THE INTERNATIONAL CON- 
GRESSES OF THE EXPO- 
SITION OF 1900. 


CONGRESS ON STOCKS AND BONDS 
AS PERSONAL PROPERTY. 


An international congress on stocks 
and bonds considered as elements of per- 
sonal property is being organized, under 
the patronage of the French Government, 
in the series of official congresses of the 
Exposition of 1900. Its object is to es- 
tablish the statistics of personal prop- 
erty, as represented by state and munici- 
pal loans and by stocks of companies, 
and also to undertake the study of cer- 
tain economical, legislative and fiscal 
questions which are of the utmost im- 
portance for the security of such prop- 
erty. It is estimated that about $100,- 
000,000,000 of such stocks and bonds exist 
as the personal property of families scat- 
tered through the world. The study of 
measures of security for such property is, 
therefore, of greater importance than any 
mere labor of statistics, 








The president of the Organizing Com- 
mittee is M. Cochery, former Minister of 
Finance, and the vice-president is M. de 
Verneuil, syndic of the company of agents 
of the Stock Exchange, Paris. An en- 
deavor is being made to secure the co- 
operation of the chief authorities on 
financial and economical questions 
throughout the world. 

The work of the congress has been di- 
vided according to the following provis- 
ional programme: 


I.—STATISTICAL POINT OF VIEW. 


1, ‘Investigation and examination of 
the best methods for valuing the capital 
and revenue of state funds and French 
and foreign stocks, 

2. Constitution and development of the 
various debts; especially under what 
form and in what conditions have such 
debts been constituted (consolidated 
debt, floating debt, annuities, etc.). 

3. Constitution and development of the 
various colonial, provincial and local 
debts; under what form and in what con- 
ditions have they been constituted? 

4. Examination and comparison of eys- 
tems of issue and payment, and condi- 
tions of amortization of these different 
loans. 

5. Under what form and in what con- 
ditions have the creation of stocks and 
bonds been effected, as well as their put- 
ting into circulation? 

6. Under what form and in what con- 
dition have guarantees of interest been 
agreed to by the state in favor of certain 
loans? 

IIl.—ECONOMICAL POINT OF VIEW. 


1. Study and comparison of the organi- 
zation and working of the various stock 
exchanges— Monographs. 

2. Comparison of the conditions of ad- 
mission and negotiation of stocks and 
state funds at the French and foreign 
bourses. 

3. Study of the different questions 
which concern exchange; losses in ex- 
change: is there a means of guaran- 
teeing stockholders or subscribers against 
loss in exchange? On whom should the 
responsiblity of such loss be placed. 

4. Part taken by stocks and bonds in 
international commerce, and in final in- 
ternational liquidations. 
IlI.—LBEGISLATIVE AND FISCAL 

POINTS OF VIEW. 

1. Study in the different countries of 
the taxes laid on the capital or revenue 
of state funds, stocks, bonds, interest, 
shares, etc. 

Nature, importance, method of collect- 
ing and product of such taxes. In what 
proportion do stocks and bonds contrib- 
ute to the sum total of public receipts? 

2. Comparative legislation concerning 
the negotiation and transmission of 
stocks payable in blank or registered; 
guarantees granted to holder; negotia- 
tion of founders’ shares; shares of capi- 
tal; negotiation of foreign lottery stocks; 
publication of drawings. 

3. Comparative legislation—opposition 
(notifications)—lost or stolen stocks and 
bonds—annuiment and repiacing of lost 
stocks—prescription (limitation) of cou- 
pons, 

4. By what international measures 
would it be possible to exercise a check 
on states which do not fullfil their prom- 
ises and to secure guarantees for credi- 
tors? 

5. Is it possible to establish interna- 
tional rules in regard to stocks and 
bonds? 

Correspondence concerning the con- 
gress may be addressed to M. Cochery, 
38 avenue d’Iena, Paris. 


CONGRESS OF INDUSTRIAL 
PROPERTY RIGHT. 


The progress of the International Con- 
gress on Questions of Industrial Property 
has now been published. Members of the 
congress may take part in the the labors 
of more than one section. 
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SECTION IL—PATENT RIGHTS. 


I. Mode of Issuing Patents,—Study of 
the systems adopted in the various coun- 
tries. The principle of previous investi- 
gation. Means of preventing the devel- 
opment of “previous investigation” in 
new legislation or of improving its work- 
ing in countries where the system is 
practiced. Wspecially, should not the 
previous investigation be limited to the 
question of novelty? In legislation which 
does not require the previous investiga- 
tion should preference be given to the 
system of “previous consultation,” un- 
official and secret? 

II. Duration of Patents.—Investigate 
the means of unifying regulations con- 
cerning the duration of patent right, 

III. Definition of “Patentable.”—The 
exact rule by which the patentable char- 
acter of an invention may be known, 
Should patents of special nature be 
granted for the bringing back to prac- 
tical use of forgotten inventions? 

IV. Inventions Excluded from the 
Protection of the Law.—Inventions con- 
trary ‘to public order and good morals. 
Financial plans. Manufacturing processes 
(system of the Swiss law). Should pro- 
visions be enacted for inventions relat- 
ing to chemical, alimentary and phar- 
maceutical products? Study of the prac- 
tical and economical consequences of the 
non-patentability of such products in 
countries where they are excluded from 
the protection of the law. 

V. Forfeiture by Non-Payment of Tax, 
—Facilities to be granted to the holder 
of the patent to allow him to avoid for- 
feiture. What systems are in force in the 
different countries? Do they give satis- 
faction or are they subject to criticiam? 

VI. Obligation of Using the Right Se- 
cured.—Various sanctions of such obli- 
gation—forfeiture, obligatory license, 
What is to be understood by use of the 
right? Should holders of patents be freed 
from the necessity of manufacture in 
each of the countries where they have 
taken out a patent for the same inven- 
tion? 

VII, Publication of Patent Rights,—The 
best practical mode of publication in or- 
der that all interested parties may eas- 
ily obtain copies of the patents. Means 
of securing such publications in all coun- 
tries. 

VIII. Legal Jurisdiction in the Matter 
of Patents.—It is desirable that there 
should be instituted a special jurisdic- 
tion or that special measures should be 
taken to make sure of the competence of 
judges. 

IX. Means of Facilitating for the In- 
ventor the Application for Patents in 
Foreign Countries.—System of delay of 
priority established by: convention of 
1883; improvements which may be made. 
Is it possible to organize, as has been 
done for trade marks, a single depository, 
or at least to unify, for all countries the 
formalities of application and particular- 
ly that a single drawing reproduced by 
practical process should serve for alli the 
applications? 

X. Means of securing the paternity of 
a discovery quite apart from all issuing 
of patent rights. 


SECTION II.—DRAWINGS AND MOD- 
ELS OF MANUFACTURES. 


I. Foundation of Special Law.—Is spe- 
cial legislation necessary for manufactur- 
ers’ drawings and models or should the 
legislation concerning property right in 
art objects be considered sufficient? 

II. Definitién.—Should a definition be 
made of manufacturers’ drawings and 
models or is it better to proceed by elimi- 
nation or otherwise in determining the 
field of application of the law? 

Ill. Art Applied to Industry.—Should 
works of graphic and plastic arts, when 
they have an industrial destination or 
use, be subjected to the prescriptions of 
the law concerning manufacturers’ draw- 
ings and models? 

IV. Duration of the Right.—What 
should the duration be? Should it be 
uniform? 








Vv. Formalities.—Should the legal pro- 
tection of manufacturers’ drawings or 
models be made to depend on the obli- 
gation of depositing the drawing or 
model? Should the deposit of a copy of 
the object itself be demanded or is a sim- 
ple picture of it sufficient? 

Should the deposit be kept secret by 
the department which officially receives 
it, and this during the entire duration of 
the legal protection, or at least for a cer- 
tain time? 

Where and how should the deposits be 
made? 

Should the drawing or model have a 
right to legal protection only when jt has 
been deposited before being on the mar- 
ket? 

In the case of contest as to priority, 
should the property right of the drawing 
or model belong to the first depositor or 
to the one who proves that he is the first 
creator of the work? 

VI. Registration Fee. — What fee 
should be received for the registration 
of a drawing or model? 

VII. Obligations of the Proprietor of 
the Drawing or Model.—Should he have a 
place of manufacture in the country 
where he claims legal protection? Should 
he be obliged to use the drawing or model 
in the country where he claims property 
right? In default of use should forfeiture 
be incured without further proceeding, or 
only when he uses the same drawing or 
model in some other country? 


SHCTION III.—TRADE-MARKS, FIRM 
AND PLACE NAMES, VARIOUS 
FORMS OF ILLEGAL COMPETI- 
TION. 


I. Definition of Trade-Mark.—Should 
the law give a definition of trade-marks? 
If so, should the definition bear on the 
character of the mark or should there be 
a determination of the signs which may 
constitute it? Is it advisable to make a 
distinction between manufacturing and 
commercial trade-marks? 


II. Marks to Be Excluded from Legal 
Protection.—Should, certain trade-marks 
be excluded from such protection? 

III. The Right to a Trade-Mark.—What 
should be taken as the basis of the right 
of appropriation as a consequence of the 
experience of various countries for twen- 
ty years? In particular, should the right 
to a mark be found exclusively on prior- 
ity of deposit (or of registration), or on 
priority of use, or finally on some mixed 
system? If the deposit is made neces- 
sary, should the authority charged with 
the deposit of trade-marks be invested 
with a right of previous investigation; 
and, if so, what limits should be im- 


posed? 

IV. Trade-Marks from the Internation- 
al Point of View.—In estimating the 
character or priority of a foreign trade- 
mark, should application be made of the 
law of the producing or of the importing 
country? To ascertain priority, should 
account be made only of facts which 
have taken place in the importing coun- 
try? In suits at law between citizens of 
two different countries, where one coun- 
try admits priority of use as the basis of 
property right while the other determines 
the right by priority of deposit, should 
the treatment applied to the citizens of 
the country where the lawsuit is brought 
be also applied rigorously to the citizen 
of the other country? Investigate in all 
cases the means of defending the owners 
of trade-marks against usurpation and 
appropriation of their marks by third 
parties in foreign countries, especially in 
those countries which admit the “depot 
attributif.” 

V. Collective Trade-Marks.—Should le- 
gal protection be accorded to collective 
trade-marks (national, district and com- 
munal, unions, agsociations, etc.)? 

VI. Trade Name and Firm Name.— 
Should two kinds of property right’ be 
distinguished in such names? Should 
trade be allowed under a predecessor’s 
name with his consent? Measures to be 
taken in order to avoid fraud (trade reg- 
isters, publication in the press, etc.)? 





VII. Place Names.—What are the best 
measures for the internal legislation of 
@ country to secure legal protection to 
the names of localities? 

VIII. Industrial Awards and Honors.— 
Proper measures for securing legal pro- 
tection to industrial awards and honors 
and for avoiding abuses shown by ex- 
perience. 

Should the protection of such awards 
and honors be introduced into interna- 
tional conventions? 

IX. Means of Repressing Illegal Com- 
petition.—Should there be in all legisla- 
tion a general principle admitting dam- 
ages for illegal competition of every 
kind, or is a codification of the principal 
forms of illegal competition to be pre- 
ferred? Should legal penalties be pro- 
nounced against certain forms of illega] 
competition? Should legal protection 
against such competition be introduced 
into international conventions? 

X. Procedure and Penalties.—Chief 
questions which it may be useful for the 
congress to discuss with a view to future 
uniformity in matter of jurisdiction, 
verification and penal repression. 

While the official language of the con- 
gress will be French, communications on 
any of the subjects of the programme 
may be presented in other languages. 
The secretary is M. Ch. Thirion fils, 95 
Boulevard Beaumarchais, Paris. 





CORRESPONDENCE. 


The Case of Mrs. Maybrick. 


Dublin, Nov. 3, 1899. 
To the Editor of “The American Law- 
yer”: 

Sir—May I call your attention to the in- 
closed pamphlet, in which I have made 
some corrections in writing? The ignor- 
ance as regards the evidence in the case, 
especially that procured since the trial, 
which exists in the United States has of- 
ten astonished me. The absurd misstate- 
ments of Mr. Lagui Smith seem to have 
met with very general acceptance. A 
full report of the trial and subsequent 
evidence, by Mr. J. H. Levy, has lately 
been published by P. S. King & Co., of 
London. A RETIRED BARRISTER. 


(We publish herewith extracts from the 
pamphlet in question, which presents a 
most interesting review of the Maybrick 
case. It is entitled “Is Mrs. Maybrick 
Guilty? An Examination and Discussion 
of the Real Facts of the Case.”’) 


IS MRS. MAYBRICK GUILTY? 


In considering the question of Mrs. 
Maybrick’s innocence or guilt, a short ac- 
count of the previous history of the case 
is necessary. Mr. Maybrick was at the 
time of his death upwards of fifty years 
of age. His wife was twenty-six. When 
they-were married she was only eighteen. 
That she had lived a quiet domestic life 
up to a short time before his death is 
conceded. Slander until then had never. 
ventured to assail her. Not long before 
his death, however, she discovered that 
he was (or had been) carrying on an in- 
trigue with another lady, to whom he 
paid an annual allowance. This seems to. 
have rendered her very indignant, and 
left her exposed to temptations of a simi- 
lar kind. At the end of March, 1889, a 
violent quarrel took place between hus- 
band and wife, apparently arising out of 
Mrs. Maybrick’s relations with Mr. 
Brierley. On this occasion Mr. Maybrick 
beat his wife, blackening her eye (an act 
of violence which appears to have then 
occurred for the first time), and she 
nearly left the house, though whether 
she was about to leave or he was about 
to turn her out does not clearly appear. 
Immediately after this quarrel she con- 
sulted a solicitor, with a view to a sepa- 
ration—a fact which sufficiently proves 
that she had then no intention of poison- 
ing her husband. Through the interven- 
tion of Dr. Hopper, the family physician, 
they were reconciled, and there was no 
subsequent quarrel. Mr. Maybrick, how- 
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ever, seems to have instituted inquiries 
as to her relations with Mr. Brierley, 
which alarmed both of them (not till af- 
ter April 27); and that he continued to 
distrust his wife is plain from the terms 
of his will, which is dated the 2th of 
April, 1889, Still it can hardly be said 
that these circumstances afforded a 
strong motive for murder; and if Mrs. 
Maybrick was really a poisoner, the case 
differs from almost all others of a similar 
character in one important respect, viz: 
that no one ever charged Mr. Brierley 
with any complicity in the transaction, 
nor is there anything in the correspond- 
ence to indicate that he would have mar- 
ried her if she succeeded in getting rid of 
her husband without being suspected— 
perhaps rather the contrary. (Yes, ac- 
cording to B’s, subsequent affidavit.) In 
fact, Brierley’s object appears to have 
been to get out of the whole affair with- 
out quarreling or exposure. Brierley was 
not examined on the trial, or at any pre- 
vious stage, but he was summoned as a 
witness by the Crown, and would no 
doubt have been examined if his evidence 
was likely to tell against the prisoner. 
He made an affidavit in her favor after 
the conviction. That he was not much 
concerned about her, however, was suf- 
ficiently proved by his conduct, and she 
was probably aware of this fact at the 
time of her husband’s illness. He left 
the country without waiting to hear 
whether her life would be spared. 


Mr. Maybrick had been for years a suf- 
ferer from dyspepsia. His symptoms had 
been aggravated since June, 1888, at 
which time he and hhis wife were on good 
terms, and Mr. Brierley had not appeared 
on the scene. He complained of constant 
headache, numbness of the limbs and a 
foul tongue, which seems not to have 
been acc with foul breath. This 
last peculiarity was afterwards relied on 
as evidence of arsenical poisoning, and 
possibly it arose from the constant use 
of arsenic. For these complaints Dr. 
Hopper repeatedly prescribed for him in 
the year 1888. Afterwards he changed 
Dr. Hopper and employed Dr. Drysdale— 
not satisfied with whom he went to con- 
sult Dr. Fuller, his brother Michael’s 
physician in London. Great numbers of 
medicine bottles used by him in the year 
1888 were found in the house or office af- 
ter his death. He appears to have been 
somewhat of a hypochondriac. He was in 
the habit of dosing himself with danger- 
ous drugs, and taking double quantities 
of the medicines ordered by his physi- 
cians. He boasted of his knowledge of 
medicines, and seems to have actually 
known a good deal about them. Among 
the medicines which he had taken, ar- 
senic was undoubtedly included. Indeed 
that he was a habitual arsenic eater 
seems now to be placed beyond dispute. 
At the trial it rested mainly on the evi- 
dence of Mr. Heaton, who was, however, 
corroborated by the witnesses who 
proved this habit in America (and when 
once formed, it is not easily left off), as 
well as by his own general statements 
with respect to his use of dangerous or 
poisonous drugs. He was in any event 
well acquainted with the effects of ar- 
senic on his system. This fact is of con- 
siderable importance, because the effect 
of such an overdose appears to be differ- 
ent with different persons. Such was the 
man who, according to the theory of the 
Crown, was poisoned with arsenic by the 
wife whose fidelity he suspected, but who, 
it would seem, he never suspected of poi- 
soning him, whether with arsenic or 
otherwise. He did not understand the 
nature of his disease, and he said that 
the doctors did not understand it, yet exe 
cept some very doubtful expressions 
which he made use of on the day before 
his death, no idea that she was giving 
him anything wrong ever crossed his 
mind. Arsenic, in particular, he never 
hinted at. Indeed, she regained his con- 
fidence during his illness. He asked for 
her when she left the room, and was not 
satisfied till she returned, and they con- 
versed a great deal in low tones. Mrs. 





Maybrick, on the other hand, was not 
shown to have possessed any knowledge 
of drugs or poisons whatever. It was not 
shown that she had read any books or 
made any inquiries on the subject. Few 
ladies of twenty-six know much of such 
matters, and she had been married at 
eighteen, and had led a very quiet do- 
mestic life until a few months previously. 

On the 14th of April, 1889, Mr. Maybrick 
consulted Dr. Fuller in London, and on 
the 20th he consulted him again, “having 
spent the week at home. Dr. Fuller 
found him improved on the second visit, 
so that it was clear that no poisoning 
process had then commenced. About the 
2ist, on a day not exactly fixed, Mrs. 
Maybrick bought a package of flypapers 
at Mr. Wokes’ shop, where she was well 
known, It was sent home in a parcel 
open at both ends, and Mr. Maybrick took 
it up and examined it. She steeped it 
openly in the bedroom, where two of the 
servants saw it, and most probably Mr. 
Maybrick saw it also. At all events, he 
had opportunities of doing so, for the re- 
mains were left in the sloppail until the 
next day. On the 29th of April she pur- 
chased another another package of fly- 
papers at Mr. Hanson’s, where she was 
also well known. She bought at the same 
time some tincture of benzoin and elder- 
flowers. Her statement was that she 
bought these things to make up an ar- 
senical facewash for a ball which she was 
about to attend, having mislaid a pre- 
scription for such a facewash which she 
had previously used. This statement was 
confirmed, not only by the openness of 
her purchases and the simultaneous pur- 
chase of the benzoin and elder-flowers, 
but in various other ways. She actually 
attended a fancy ball with her brother- 
in-law, Edwin Maybrick, on the 30th of 
April. A bottle containing a weak solu- 
tion of arsenic with some scent was found 
in the house. This she declared to be 
the remains of her face-wash. Strange 
to say, this bottle does not seem to have 
been examined for tincture of benzoin 
and elder-flowers. Lastly, though un- 
fortunately not until after the trial, the 
prescription which she had mislaid was 
found. Nothing was seen of the fly- 
papers after the ball. From the evidence 
of Mr. Bancroft, obtained subsequently 
to the trial, it appears that Mr. Maybrick 
was aware of the effects of arsenic on 
the complexion, and had used it for that 
purpose himself. 

On the 24th of April two prescriptions 
of Dr. Fuller’s were made up by Messrs. 
Clay and Abraham, of Liverpool—one a 
tonic which contained nux vomica, and 
the other an aperient which contained 
neither strychnine nor nux vomica. On 
the 26th a medicine bottle arrived by par- 
cel-post from London, and was handed 
direct to Mr. Maybrick by the girl Mary 
Cadwallader. Information as to what 
this bottle contained is strangely defi- 
cient, but Mr. Maybrick had been expect- 
ing it. On the morning of the 27th he 
became ill and vomited. He afterwards 
went to the Wirral races and dined at a 
friend’s house, but he seems to have felt 
unwell all day. On the morning of the 
28th he complained of pain and distress 
about the region of the heart. Mrs. May- 
brick gave him an emetic of mustard and 
water, and sent at once for Dr. Hum- 

phreys, the nearest physician. He after- 

became better. Dr. Humphreys 
pan Rn Dr. Fuller’s medicines, and 
substituted others of his own. Mr. May- 
brick was again able to go to his office 
on the 29th, and continued to do so until 
the 34 of May. During this interval it 
does not appear that he suffered from 
vomiting, cramps or diarrhea. Occasional 
discomfort after meals, and a furred 
tongue, seem to have been his only com- 
plaints. These were no new complaints 
with him. 

Mr. Maybrick, in speaking to Mary 
Cadwallader, ascribed his illness at this 
time to the medicine which had arrived 
from London. He told her that he had 
poisoned himself. To Mr. and Mrs. Mor. 
den Rigg, who unfortunately were not 


——, 
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present at the trial, he ascribed this ill- 
ness to am overdose of strychnine. He 
appears also to have intimated to Dr. 
Humphreys that he had been taking 
strychnine or nux vomica, and that it 
disagreed with him. He had frequently 
taken both strychnine and nux vomica 
as well as arsenic, and knew their effects 
well. Dr. Humphreys never suspected 
arsenic, though Mrs. Maybrick spoke to 
him on the 28th, as she had also done 
previously, of a white powder, which her 
husband had been in the habit of taking. 
But, after his death, one of the bottles 
which Clay & Abraham supplied on the 
24th of April, was found in the lavatory— 
a room open to every one—with a little 
liquid at the bottom in which arsenic 
was detected by analysis. There was no 
arsenic in the prescription, but neither 
was there any strychnine or nux vomica 
in it. In whatever way the arsenic got 
into that bottle, it was not, therefore, to 
it that Mr. Maybrick ascribed his illness. 
The bottle was to be taken early in the 
morning, while that which contained nux 
vomica was to be taken three times a day 
before meals. Mr, Maybrick could there- 
fore see which bottle was followed by ill- 
ness. Nor did any of the doctors venture 
to say that his symptoms at this period 
were in any respect distinctive of ar- 
senical poisoning. It was shown that the 
fibre of the fly-paper could not be got 
rid of without careful and fil- 
tering, which an inexperienced young 
woman was not likely to think of; but 
none of the fibre was found in this ar- 
senic, nor indeed in any arsenic connect- 
ed with Mr. Maybrick. And out of over 
one hundred medicine bottles this was 
the only one in the dregs of which any 
arsenic was detected. It was not shown 
that Mrs. Maybrick ever had this bottle 
in her hand. No trace of any filtering of 
the fly-paper solution was found, and 
after purchasing and steeping so openly, 
a secret filtering is very improbable. 

The doctors who gave evidence in favor 
of death by arsenical poisoning all stated 
that they would not have felt certain on 
the subject but for the discovery of ar- 
senic in the body. If, therefore, the pres- 
ence of that arsenic could be otherwise 
accounted for, Mrs. Maybrick was entit- 
led to an acquittal even on the evidence 
of the Crown medical witnesses. More- 
over, the symptoms on which two of the 
three doctors laid most stress—continu- 
ous vomiting—was referred by the third 
to morphia administered by himself. Al! 
three were examined before any evidence 
of Mr. Maybrick’s habit of arsenic 
was given. Had they believed him to be 
an arsenic-eater they might have arrived 
at a different conclusion. The doctors 
who declared that Mr. Maybrick’s symp- 
toms were not those of arsenical poison- 
ing appear to have been men of more ex- 
tensive experience as regards poisons 
than the Crown medical witnesses. The 
quantity of arsenic found in the body 
was, in their opinion, quite consistent 
with administration in medicinal doses, 
and might have been introduced a consid- 
erable time before. 


How the prisoner came to be convicted 
under such circumstances, it is not easy 
to explain. There was no doubt a preju- 
dice against her in Liverpool—partly 
arising from her defence having been re- 
served at the previous inquiries, and 
partly from the numerous false and sen- 
sational reports circulated about her dur- 
ing the interval between the arrest and 
the trial. The jury belonged to a class 
of men who were not competent to weigh 
skilled evidence, and no doubt attached 
great weight to the opinions of the local 
physicians, one of whom was a local ce- 
lebrity. But the main element in the 
conviction was the Judge, whose mind 
was probably failing at the time, and 
who I believe always took a strong view 
of motives, and more especially of con- 
jugal infidelity. He pointed to Mrs, May- 
brick’s relations with Mr. Brierley as af- 
fording the best guide to a decision be- 
tween the conflicting opinions of the doc- 





tors with regard to the cause of death. 
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The medical evidence, he admitted, was 
pretty evenly balanced; but there were 
other considerations which, in his opinion, 
turned the scale in favor of the Crown. 
Nevertheless, he did not apparently an- 
ticipate a conviction, and when the ver- 
dict was pronounced he expressed no 
concurrence. Probably he felt that he had 
gone too far, and had misled the jury. 

hitherto received in order to establish 


In conclusion, I submit to the reader 
quire a better answer than they have 
some questions, which I think will re- 
Mrs. Maybrick’s guilt: 


1—Why did she consult a solicitor as to 
a separation from her husband, if she in- 
tended to poison him in order to carry 
out her intrigue with Brierley? 


2—Why did she buy the fly-papers if 
she was aware of a copious supply of ar- 
senic in the house already? 


3—Why did she buy the fly-papers 
openly at shops where she was well- 
known, and have them sent home in par- 
cels, instead of carrying them herself; 
and why did she steep them openly in the 
bed-room? 


4—If she used the arsenic in these fly- 
papers to poison her husband, how did 
she manage to get rid of the fibre without 
leaving any trace of filtering, straining, 
etc., behind her? 


5—How could she succeed in procuring 
so large a quantity of arsenic (not ex- 
tracted from fly-papers), as was found in 
the house after the death, in such a man- 
ner that the police with all their ingenui- 
ty failed to trace it? (But I think it 
must now be conceded that this arsenic 
was procured by Mr. Maybrick himself.) 


6—Why did she leave this arsenic in 
places accessible to every one, and place 
along with it bottles which she was 
known to have used, but which contained 
no arsenic, and handkerchiefs with her 
name on them? 

7—Why, if she was poisoning her hus- 
band with arsenic, did she give him an 
emetic on the first morning of his ill- 
ness without waiting for the doctor, and 
why did she speak to the doctor about 
the white powder that her husband was 
taking when he came (especially as she 
had mentioned it previously to the same 
doctor?) 


8—How did it happen that Mr. May- 
brick, who knew the effects of both 
strychnine and arsenic by use, attributed 
the early part of his illness to the former 
cause, and did not suspect arsenic at any 
stage? 

9—How did it happen that there was 
on no occasion any speedy access of pain, 
or vomiting, or diarrhea, after the ad- 
ministration of food or medicine by the 
accused? 


10—Why did Mrs, Maybrick cease ad- 
ministering the arsenic prescribed for her 
husband by Dr. Humphreys, because he 
complained of it? And how did it hap- 
pen that he did not complain when much 
larger quantities were administered, as 
must have been the case if he died of 
arsenical poisoning? 

l1i—Why did Mrs. Maybrick call in a 
second doctor and a nurse at a time when 
Dr. Humphreys did not consider them 
necessary ? 


12—How did it happen that the princi- 
pal aggravation of Mr, Maybrick’s illness 
took place on.the day that he forgot to 
take to his office the luncheon which his 
wife had prepared for him? 


13—How did it happen that all the ar- 
senic was found in places to which other 
persons than Mrs. Maybrick had access, 
or in bottles, etc., that had passed 
through other hands than hers? 

14—Why, if she put arsenic into the 
meat-juice with the intention of poison- 
ing her husband, did she make no at- 
tempt to adminiscter it or cause it to be 
administered? Why did she remove it 
from the table to the wash-stand? And 
why, when she gave up the idea of ad- 





ministering it, did she not to try to throw 
it away? 

15—How did she acquire the skill neces- 
sary to enable her to murder her husband 
by slow poisoning in such a manner as 
not to arouse either his suspicions or 
those of the attendant physicians, until 
Alice Yapp’s story of the fly-papers and 
the intercepted letter gave rise to sus- 
picions not founded on the symptoms of 
the disease? And how did so incautious 
a person carry out the poisoning until 
then without detection? 

There is probably not one adulteress in 
a hundred who would poison her husband 
without the knowledge and concurrence 
of her paramour, and without any cer- 
tainty of a marriage when her husband 
was out of the way. On the other hand, 
a man of Mr. Maybrick’s habits, a hypo- 
chondriac taking dangerous drugs, often 
in double doses, would be very likely to 
poison himself eventually; and perhaps 
the anomalous symptoms in Mr. May- 
brick’s case may have arisen from sev- 
eral dangerous drugs having been taken 
either simultameously, or in rapid suc- 
cession. The bottle which arrived by 
parcel-post from London has never been 
traced. It was probably supplied by some 
quack, who thought it best to be silent 
when he learned tha* his patient was 
dead. From Mr. Maybrick’s statement it 
seems to have contained strychnine, but 
it may have contained other deleterious 
ingredients. Again, what did he take on 
the 3d of May, when he forgot his lunch- 
eon? Did he try an arsenical pick-me- 
up, such as he had been taking at Mr. 
Heaton’s shop until it was closed about 
a year before? At all events the day 
was a favorable one for Mrs. Maybrick. 
And it may be added that his case was 
far from hopeless when it was taken out 
of her hands and entrusted to the nurses. 
Not long afterward he sank and died of 
exhaustion. Onthe day before his death, 
according to the evidence of Nurse Cal- 
lery, his wife seemed very anxious about 
him, and was constantly asking if it was 
time to give him some nourishment. She 
knew what he required, but could not 
give it to him. It was a strange position 
for a wife. She might perhaps have saved 
his life even then if she had been allowed 
to do so. 

Assuming, however, the correctness of 
the testimony laid before the Home Of- 
fice, the case in favor of the prisoner is 
enormously strengthened. We have clear 
proof of Mr. Maybrick’s habit of arsenic- 
eating in the critical year 1889. We 
find every particle of arsenic in the house 
(except the remains of Mrs. Maybrick’s 
face-wash) traced to him, not to his wife. 
We find her mentioning the white powder 
which he was taking, and which consid- 
erably alarmed her, apparently for the 
first time, shortly after a packet of white 
arsenic was handed to him in his office. 
We find him ailing with symptoms not 
unlike those from which he subsequently 
suffered, and consulting Dr. Fuller about 
them at a time when he had a large 
stock of arsenic in his possession and his 
wife had none, as her subsequent pur- 
ehase of the fly-papers suffices to prove. 
We have that purchase completely ex- 
plained, and every particle of arsenic in 
the food and medicine, no less than in 
the body, accounted for by the dead 
man’s habits, as the arsenic in the house 
is clearly traced to him. Supposing that 
this evidence bore the test of cross-ex- 
amination, it would simply be impossible 
for any jury to convict the prisoner, and 
I do not believe that the Home Secretary 
himself would do so if he had to find a 
verdict on his oath. Nor is it a case for 
a verdict of Not Proven. The chances in 
favor of absolute innocence are at least 
ten to one. Indeed, the evidence of Mr. 
Blake alone, if credited by the jury, 
would have sufficed to procure an acquit- 
tal. 

I ask the reader whether, if the Home 
Secretary still declines to release the 
prisoner, a claim for a public reinvestiga- 
tion. of the case has not been fully made 
out? 
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BOOK REVIEWS. 


Miscellaneous Reports of New York 
State. Vols. 26 and 27. (Scherer v. and 
vi.) These reports cover from January 
to March and from March to June, 1899. 
The paper, printing and binding is as 
usual excellent. It is somewhat refresh- 
ing to note that at the top of the page 
the number of the volume is indicated, 
so that in citing a case therein contained 
it is not necessary to turn the book over 
to look at its back. Our advice to cer- 
tain other reporters, who we might name 
if we chose, might be comprised in the 
sentence, “Go thou and do likewise.” 


in Actions for 


; , Voorhis & Co,. 
New York. Price for two volumes $13.00 net. 

The review of a work of this kind pre- 
sents, it is needless to say, considerable 
difficulty in view of the fact that the 
value of any “form book” can, of course, 
only be properly tested in actual prac- 
tice, though the length of time that “‘Ab- 
bott’s Forms” have existed certainly 
warrants us in admitting that they have 
well stood this ordeal. So far as we are 
able to judge, the completed work is an 
exceedingly valuable one. Indeed any book 
whose title page bore the signature of 
the late Dr. Abbott can scarcely fail to 
be anything else. The forms and actions 
for libel and slander seem especially 
good and we note particularly the state- 
ment of recent cases involving questions 
of pleading in those classes of actions. 
Very good forms are those in actions of 
interpleader, actions for specific per- 
formance and actions for the foreclosure 
of mechanics’ liens. The citations have 
been brought up to date and the work 
as it stands at present is almost indis- 
pensable to the practitioner. 


City. Price $6.50 net. 

We have examined the above treatise 
with considerablecare and our conclusion 
is that much may be said in its favor. 
The author has treated his subject in a 
manner which will render the work not 
only valuable as an office assistant, but 
exceedingly interesting for perusal. The 
citations appear to be wholly of New 
York cases, and while the book may not 

ess much interest to attorneys out- 
side of that State, it is certainly likely 
to prove a considerable aid to members 
of the New York bar. 

The chapter upon implied covenants is 
particularly good, as is also the discus- 
sion as to what covenants run with the 
land. We have taken occasion to quote 
elsewhere from the chapter treating of 
injuries in apartments and tenements 
from which an idea may be gathered of 
the method pursued. A number of forms 
are added. 

As a further example of the author’s 
style, the following may be quoted upon 
the subject of implied covenants: “The 
following covenants may be implied in 
a lease for years, viz.: On the part of the 
landlord covenants of quiet enjoyment, 
of the lessor’s power to lease, and in the 
case of a lease of upper rooms by the 
owner of an entire building, a covenant to 
give such support thereto as is necessary 
for their beneficial enjoyment, though 
that case only goes to the liability of the 
tenant for rent, and does not hold that 
the landlord would be liable in damages 
if he neglected to restore the support. 
And@ a lease of a residential flat in a 
building erected and always used for that 
purpose may imply a covenant enforcea- 
ble by injunction not to lease other parts 
for a club. There is also, it has been 
said, an implied warranty in a lease of 
a house that its condition shall remain 
substantially the same from the execu- 
tion of the lease to the beginning of the 
term. But a covenant in a lease to go 
into effect immediately that the prem- 







































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































586 


THE AMERICAN LAWYER. 








ises are in habitable condition is not a 
covenant that they will remain so 
through the term. On the part of the 
lessee, covenants to pay rent, and to use 
the premises in a tenable and proper 
manner. The term ‘implied covenants’ 
is also sometimes employed in a sense 
different from that already discussed, 
and as meaning not those implied from 
the mere fact of leasing, but. those im- 
plied from the particular terms of the 
given lease. Implied covenants of this 
latter class are really express covenants, 
that is, expressions are employed in the 
lease, which, though somewhat ambig- 
uous or obscure, are, as construed by the 
court, as intended to include and pro- 
vide for the covenant in question. Such 
implied covenants may exist in any lease, 
whether for years or not, for when in a 
given case it is held that such a cove- 
nant is implied in the lease, the real 
meaning is that which is expressed in the 
lease, i. e., that such is the real mean- 
ing of the words employed, when prop- 
erly understood. This distinction ex- 
plains the principle that ‘a covenant will 
not be implied unless it clearly appears 
from the words used that one was in- 
tended.’ The distinction is similar to 
that existing in the case of certain trusts 
of real property, which must be ‘ex- 
press’ in order to be valid, and yet may 
be (as the saying is) implied from the 
expressions employed in the instru- 
ment of transfer. A lease of part of 
premises ‘as a bakery’ carries the right 
to connect with the water main in the 
other part to secure a water supply. 
Where it appears from the lease of ‘a 
store’ in a building which the lessor is 
erecting that the property is to be rented 
as a finished store, there is an implied 
covenant that it will be finished ready 
for use at the date stipulated for the be- 
ginning of the term. If the lessee does 
not take possession, he is liable only on 
covenant, and the lessor, to recover rent, 
must show performance by himself. If 
the lessee takes possession, a breach of 
lessor’s agreement to fully complete, etc., 
is no defense in an action for rent, but 
only a counter claim for actual damages. 
Where a lease accords to the lessee ‘all 
the privileges belonging thereto as en- 
joyed by the outgoing tenant,’ he is not 
thereby subjected by virtue of a corre- 
sponding covenant of the outgoing tenant 
to leave all buildings which he, the new 
lessee, might place on the premises. But 
@ covenant by the lessee to plough the 
demised premises ‘except the sheep-walk,’ 
implies a covenant on his part not to 
plough the sheep-walk. So if the lessee 
covenants to place his flock of sheep in 
the usual fold, this implies a covenant 
that he will keep a flock of sheep. 


“An express covenant, if it does not alto- 

gether prevent and take away all implied 
covenants on the same subject, at least 
qualifies and restrains them, even without 
negative words, within the import and 
effect of the express covenant, so that 
the implied is not to be held broader than 
the express. In a lease for years the 
words ‘grant’ and ‘demise’ are still held 
to import a covenant for quiet enjoy- 
ment.” 





Laws of the State of New York, 1224 Session 
(1899), Vols. I. and Il. Published by Banks & 
Co., Albany and New York. 


We beg to acknowledge receipt of the 
foregoing volumes. Personally, we think 
that the great and glorious State of New 
York might indulge in a little bit less 
legislation. Over 1,600 pages of laws, di- 
vided into 716 chapters, certainly seems 
quite large enough and furnishes a very 
fair argument in favor of biennial ses- 
sions. However, this is not the time nor 
place in which to enter into a discussion 
as to the merits or demerits of our pres- 
ent system; besides, such a discussion 
has nothing to do with the subject in 
hand, If we must have laws shoveled at 
us by the ton, it is perhaps just as advis- 
able that the aforesaid shoveling should 
be done in as good manner as possible 
and submitted to with the best grace un- 





der the circumstances. The publishers 
have prepared two volumes, the paper, 
printing, indexing and general makeup 
of which are of the best. A statement 
that every practitioner should promptly 
invest in a copy in view of the subject 
matter of this review is evidently a piece 
of supererogation. No complaints can 
certainly be made concerning the way in 
which the laws have been published. 
Messrs. Banks & Co. have done their 
work excellently. 


American Bankruptcy Reports, annotated. 
Volume I. Edited by Wm. Miller Collier, author 
of “Collier on Bankruptcy,”’ and f 
the Referees in Bankruptcy for the Northern 
District of New York. Published by Matthew 
Bender, Albany, N. Y. Issued in monthly ad- 
vance sheets, price $5.00 per volume, which 
includes both the advance sheets and bound vol- 
umes. 


A series of reports like the above is 
undoubtedly of great use to practitioners 


‘and the arrangement of the work in 


question is such that we think we can 
with propriety recommend it to their 
careful consideration. The present seems 
to be the only series of reports which, in 
addition to publishing the decisions of 
the judges, also publishes the opinions of 
referees, some of which are of the great- 
est value. It is stated in the preface 
that it is the author’s aim to edit deci- 
sions with care and to fully annotate and 
cross reference them. This promise 
seems to te borne out in so far as the 
present vo.ume is concerned and refer- 
ence can be made particularly to the note 
treating of jurisdiction of bankruptcy 
courts to determine validity of liens upon 
the bankrupts property, and jurisdiction 
to determine the rights of lienors, which 
notes are added to the case of Carter v. 
Hobbs and another on page 215, and to 
a discussion of books of account added to 
the case on page 315. There are, of 
course, other valuable citations, but 
these struck us as being particularly 
good. 


Select Charters and Other Documents Llius- 
trative of American History, 1606-1775, edited 
with notes by William MacDonald, Professor 
of History and Political Science in Bowdoin 
College. Editor of ‘‘Select Documents Illustra- 
tive of the History of the United States, 1776- 
1861. Published by The Macmillan Company, 
New York City. Price $2.00. 

We have examined the above work 
with much interest, which has increased 
as we continued its perusal. As stated 
in the preface, it forms a companion vol- 
ume to the author’s previous work treat- 
ing of Select Documents Illustrative of 
the History of the United States, 1776- 
1861, whose general method and arrange- 
ment it in the main follows. 


While it has not seemed proper so to 
abridge the charters as to destroy their 
essentially formal character, certain pro- 
visions common to nearly all of them 
have been, as a rule, omitted. Such are 
the sections relating to the tenure of 
land, nominal payments to King or pro- 
prietor, the right to make local laws and 
ordinances not repugnant to the laws of 
England, the right of waging offensive 
and defensive war, etc. 


Embraced in the present work are, in- 
ter alia, The First, Second and Third 
Charters of Virginia (1606, 1609, 1612), 
Patent of the Council for New England 
(1620), Mayflower Compact (1620), Grant 
of Maine to Gorges and Mason (1622). 
Charter of Privileges to Patroons (1629), 
Maryland Toleration Act (1649), Frame 
of Government of Pennsylvania (1682), 
Navigation Act (1696), Pennsylvania 
Charter of Privileges (1701), Treaty of 
Utrecht: (1713), Treaty of Aix-la-Chapelle 
(1748), Writ of Assistance (1762), Stamp 
Act (1765), Quartering Act (1765:1774), 
Resolutions of the Stamp Act Congress 
(1766), Tea Act (1767), Virginia Resolu- 
tions (1769:1773), Boston Port Act (1774), 
Declaration and Resolves of the First 
Continental Congress (1774), Lord North's 
Conciliatory Resolution (1775), Proclama- 
tion of Rebellion (1775). 

It may not be without interest in this 
connection to present a copy of two of 
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the documents in question, the first be. 
ing the Mayflower Compact which js 
couched in these terms: 


In the name of God, Amen. We whose 
names are underwritten, the loyal sub. 
jects of our dread soveraigne Lord, 
King James, by the grace of God, of 
Great Britaine, Franc, & Ireland king, 
defender of the faith, &c., having under. 
taken, for the glorie of God, and ad. 
vancemente of the Christian faith, ang 
honour of our king & countrie, a voyage 
to plant the first colonie in the North. 
erne parts of Virginia, doe by these pres. 
ents solemnly & mutualy in the presence 
of God, and one of another, covenant @ 
combine our selves togeather into 4 
civill body politick, for our better order. 
ing & preservation & futherance of the 
ends aforesaid; and by vertue hearof 
to enact, constitute, and frame such just 
& equall lawes, ordinances, acts, consti. 
tutions & offices, from time to time, as 
shall be thought most meete & conveni- 
ent for the generall good of the Colonie, 
unto which we promise all due submisson 
and obedience, In witness wherof we 
have hereunder subscribed our names at 
Cap-Codd the 11 of November, in the 
year of the raigne of our soveraigne 
lord, King James, of England, Franc & 
Ireland the eighteenth, and of Scotland 
the Fiftie fourth. Anno: Dom. 1620. 


The second the Proclamation of Re- 
bellion (August 23, 1775,) which is as fol- 
lows: “Whereas many of our subjects ip 
divers parts of our Colonies and Planta- 
tions in North America, mislead by dan- 
gerous and ill designing men, and for- 
getting the allegiance which they owe to 
the power that has protected and sup- 
ported them; after various disorderly 
acts committed in diturbance of the pub- 
lick peace, to the obstruction of lawful 
commerce, and to the oppression of our 
loyal subjects carrying on the same; 
have at length proceeded to open and 
avowed rebellion, by arraying themselves 
in a hostile manner to withstand the ex- 
ecution of the law, and traitorously pre- 
paring, ordering and levying war against 
us: And whereas, there is reason to ap- 
prehend that such rebellion hath been 
much promoted and encouraged by the 
traitorous correspondence, counsels and 
comfort of divers wicked and desperate 
persons within this realm: To the end 
therefore, that none of our subjects may 
neglect or violate their duty through 
ignorance thereof, or through any doubt 
of the protection which the law will 
afford to their loyalty and zeal, we have 
thought fit, by and with the advice of 
our Privy council, to issue our Royal 
Proclamation, hereby declaring, that not 
only all our Officers, civil and military, 
are obliged to exert their utmost en- 
deavors to suppress such rebellion, and 
to bring the traitors to justice, but that 
all our subjects of this Realm, and the 
dominions thereunto belonging, | are 
bound by law to be aiding and assisting 
in the suppression of such rebellion, and 
to disclose and make known all traitor- 
ous conspiracies and attempts against us, 
our crown and dignity; and we do ac- 
cordingly strictly charge and command 
all our Officers, as well civil as military, 
and all others our obedient and loyal 
subjects, to use their utmost endeavors 
to withstand and suppress such rebellion, 
and to disclose and make known all 
treasons and traitorous conspiracies 
which they shall know to be against us, 
our crown and dignity; and for that pur- 
pose, that they transmit to one of our 
principal Secretaries of State, or other 
proper officer, due and full information 
of all persons who shall be found carry- 
ing on correspondence with, or in any 
manner or degree aiding or abetting the 
persons now in open arms and rebellion 
against our Government, within any of 
our Colonies and Plantations in North 
America, in order to bring to condign 
punishment the authors, perpetrators, 
and abetters of such traitorous de- 
signs. 


“Given at our Court at St. James’s the 
twenty-third day of August, One thou- 
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sand seven hundred and seventy-five, in 
the fifteenth year of our reign. 
God save the King.” 

The above outline indicates fairly well 
the scope of the work in question. It 
has hitherto been exceedingly difficult to 
obtain copies of important documents 
bearing upon the colonial history of this 
country and their presentation in the 
form of a single book is much to be 
commended. The author has appeared 
to exercise considerable care in obtain- 
ing accurate copies of the papers in 
question and the whole is a very read- 
able work. 


CREDIT MEN AND CREDIT AS 
SOCIATIONS: 


At the dinner of the Boston Credit 
Men’s Association on November 11 the 
National Bankruptcy Act was discussed 
by several speakers. 

The guests were John Field, president 
of the National Association of Credit 
Men; Hon. Thomas N. Hart, president of 
the Mt. Vernon National Bank; T. H. 
Burtindale, president of the New York 
Credit Men’s Association, and William A. 
Prendergast, of New York, secretary of 
the National Association of Credit Men. 

All the speakers found a great many 
faults with the present bankruptcy law, 
but were unanimous in their opinion that 
it was the best ever enacted on. this par- 
ticular subject. 

The report of the Legislative Committee 
which was presented by President John 
R. Ainsley was very severe in its con- 
demnation of the present act, and sug- 
gested that the association take im- 
mediate steps to see that certain amend- 
ments were made by Congress. 

President Field said that it would be a 
good thing to establish a fund, sub- 
scribed to by members of the various as- 
sociations, for the suppression of fraudu- 
lent business men. Mr. Hart and Mr. 
Prendergast spoke in accord with Mr. 
Field. 

The Legislative Committee was in- 
structed to draw up such amendments 
as they thought advisable and present 
them to their representatives in Con- 
gress. 





Nearly three hundred members of the 
Philadelphia Credit Men’s Association at- 
tended the third annual meeting of the 
organization recently held at the Bullitt 
building. Secretary S. W. Severson re- 
ported that the local association now had 
over two hundred members, thirty-eight 
having joined during the year. He re- 
ported this year’s expenditures as 
$1,906.30, leaving a balance of $202.36 in 
the treasury. 

The reports of the chairmen of various 
committees followed: C. F. Shoemaker, 
dwelling on the work of the Legislative 
Committee at the last session to pass a 
law to prevent the disposal or sale of 
mercantile stocks without protection to 
merchants who had wholesaled the 
goods. After other reports, the new offi- 
cers for the coming year were placed 
in nomination, and, on motion of Frank 
S. Evans, were unanimously elected. 
They are: President, J. A. McKee, of 
Merchant & Co., “Inc.; vice-president, 
James H. Ritter, of Biddle Hardware 
Co.; treasurer, DB. H. D. Fraley, of R. 
Blankenburg & Co.; directors to serve 
two years, J. C. Roller, of Smith, Kline 
& French Co,; John Field, vice-president 
Mechanics’ National Bank; Wm. West, 
of the A. Colburn Co.; H. Freund, of 
William A. Horstmann Co.; F. C. Brun- 
house, of J. BE. Hanifen & Co.; Cc. F. 
Shoemaker, of Shoemaker & Busch. 

President McKee, in his speech of 
acceptance, felicitated his fellow officers 
on their selection and adjured them to 
put forth their best work for the asso- 
ciation. 

John Field, of Young, Smyth, Field & 
Co., who followed, paid an earnest trib- 
ute to the credit men of the country, and 
said that their really valuable services 
had not been brought to the attention of 
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merchants until this organieation was 
formed. Mr. Field spoke of the 10,000 
failures, amounting to $130,000,000, in 1898, 
and again urged the credit men to do 
their utmost to reduce these figures to a 
lesser number. 

W. A. Prendergast, of New York, na- 
tional secretary, followed. He spoke of 
the value of organization in church, 
State, politics science and business. 
After outlining the wonk of the associa- 
tion, he said that the credit seeking class 
was naturally subject to the credit giv- 
ing class. He urged the value of sys- 
tem in business, and said that the pro- 
tection of credit was better maintained 
in phalanx than by individual work. 

Then came the banquet. 


LAW SCHOOLS. 


Baffalo Law School. 

Officers were elected recently by the 
members of the class of 1901 of the Buf- 
falo Law School as follows: President, 
W. D. Cushman; vice-president, W. M. 
Zink; secretary, W. H. Gorman; treas- 
urer, F. J. Rohr. 


Harvard Law School. 

The number of students in the Har- 
vard Law School this year is now 663, 
as compared with 533 at the same date 
last year. Of these, 580 are college grad- 
uates, and of these 262 are Harvard men 
and 318 from other colleges, of which the 
most important are: Yale, with 69 men; 
Dartmouth, with 23; Brown, with 19; 
Amherst, with 16; Princeton, with 12, and 
Williams, with 10. 


Columbian University—School of Jur- 
isprudence and Diplomacy. 

Justice Brewer recently delivered his 
first lecture to the junior class of the 
School of Jurisprudence and Diplomacy. 
His subject was “International Law.” 
Justice Brewer has just returned from 
Paris, where, with Chief Justice Fuller, 
he served as one of the judges of the 
Venezuelan tribunal. 


University of Pennsyivania—Depart. 
ment of Law. 

At a meeting of the trustees of the 
University of Pennsylvania held on No- 
vember 8, it was decided to dedicate the 
new Law School on February 21. The 
afternoon exercises will be held in the 
building. Provost Harrison will welcome 
the guests, and Samuel Dickson will de- 
liver the building to the faculty, repre- 
sented by the dean of the Law School, 
William Draper ;Lewis. The speaker of 
the day will be Jafnmes Barr Ames, dean 
of the Harvard Law School. At the 
Academy of Music, in the evening, ad- 
dresses will be made by Justice Harlan, 
of the United States Supreme Court. 


Washington and Lee University. 


Martin Burks,*of Bedford City, Va., has 
been elected ta the Chair of Law, re- 
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cently vacated by William L. Clark. Mr. 
Burks, who for the past five years has 
been the reporter for the Court of Ap- 
peals, is a son of Judge E. C. Burks, 
for many years a member of the Virginia 
Court of Appeals. He took his degree 
at Washington and Lee in 1870, when the 
university was presided over by Gen. 
Robert E. Lee, and afterward the law 
course of the University of Virginia. He 
is the author of the well-known treatise 
“Burks’ Married Women.” 

Georgetown University—School 

’ Law. 

The annual meeting of the second year 
or senior class of Georgetown University 
School of Law was held on the evening 
of November 3 at 9 o’clock in the main 
lecture hall. The class was well repre- 
sented at the meeting. The routine busi- 
ness of the evening was quickly trans- 
acted, after which nominations were 
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made for officers to serve for the ensu- 
ing term. The election followed the 
nominations. All of the officers were 
elected without opposition, as follows: 
President, Frank J. Wissner, of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; first vice-president, 
Harry R. Hegarty, of the District of Co- 
lumbia; second vice-president, John §. 
Garris, of South Carolina; secretary, 
Joseph Paul Fitzgerald, of Pennsylvania; 
treacurer, Edward Birckhead, of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; sergeant at arms, Car- 
los A. Long, of Honolulu, Hawalian 
Islands. 
Indiana Law School. 

The students of the Indiana Law 
School organized a Democratic club on 
November 6. Mr. Henry Warrum ad- 
dressed the students.’ There are about 
seventy members of the club, represent- 
ing every part of the state. The follow- 
ing officers were elected: President Wal- 
ter J. Lotz of Muncie; vice-president Cal- 
vin Portius of Indianapolis; secretary 
James Hughes of Cloverdale. The state 
committee will appoint two speakers 
from the club. in the next presidential 
campaign. 

University of Tennessee—Department 
of Law. 

The University of Tennessee junior 
law class held its annual election of of- 
ficers recently. The following were 
elected: President, Clayton Hollopeter; 
vice-president, William Joiner; secretary 
and treasurer, Thomas P. Skogard; 
editor to the Volunteer, C. Raleigh Har- 
rison; editor to the University Magazine, 
W. F. Dibrell. The office of editor to the 
University Annual and editor to the Uni- 
versity Magazine are to report to those 
publications all that goes on in regard to 
the junior law class. 

University of North Carolina—Depart. 
ment of Law. 

The executive committee of the trus- 
tees of the University of North Carolina 
held a meeting in the office of the Gov- 
ernor recently. It was reported that the 
law school now numbered thirty-five 
students, and being larger than one pro- 
fessor could properly instruct, the presi- 
dent of the university was authorized to 
employ Prof. J. Crawford Biggs as in- 
structor to assist Judge MacRae as long 
as necessary, or until another professor 
is elected. No other business of pub- 
lic interest or importance was transacted, 
Baltimore University—School of Law. 

The Baltimore University School of 
Law has begun its sessions for the year 
in the Porter Building, Saratoga and St. 
Paul streets. A number of books have 
been added to the library, which is open 
every week day from 7 to 10 P. M. 

This is the first year in which the new 
three-year curriculum goes fully into ef- 
fect, and among the changes produced 
thereby, are to be noted additional 
courses given by new members of the 
corps of instruction. 

The Hon. George Sharp, one of the as- 
sociate judges of the Supreme Bench of 
Baltimore city, will lecture on “Insur- 
ance.” Judge Sharp graduated from the 
Yale University Law School in 1875, and 
has been a lecturer on insurance there 
since 1888. 

He received the honorary degree of 
master of arts from Yale in 1889. For a 
number of years he has been secretary 
of the section on legal education of the 
American Bar Association. 

George C. Morrison, Esq., junior part- 
ner in the firm of patent attorneys, 
Steuart & Steuart, has been appointed 
as an instructor and will conduct courses 
in the law of partnership and of common 
carriers and on the law of patents, copy- 
rights and unfair competition. 

Mr. Morrison graduated from the Johns 
Hopkins University in 1890, and from the 
University of Maryland Law School in 
1893. He is the author of several articles 
in the American and English Cyclopaedia 
of Law. 

Election of officers of the class of 1900 
of the Baltimore University School of 
Law was held recently. There were 
chosen: John J. Watson, president; 
Michael D. O’Connell, vice-president; 











Lewis M. Lang, secretary and treasurer, 
and William T. Larkins, class orator. 
University of Maine—School of Law. 
The following is a list of the new men 
in attendance at the University of Maine 
law school: L. A. Barker, Bangor; P. 
H. Dunn, Brewer; N. C. Foster, Weld; 
H. Gerrish, Brownville; M. P. Higgins, 
Orrington Center; Harry Lord, Bangor; 
Cc. H. Mills, Skowhegan; James O’Hallo- 
ran, Cowansville, P. Q.; Harold 4 
Phillips, Skowhegan; W. C. Seavey, 
Bucksport; George Ritter, Dalton, Mass.; 
Louis Schwartz, Russia; Robert W. Sel- 
kirk, Sherbrooke, P. Q.; James Steven- 
son, Dundee, Scotland; A. W. Weather- 
bee, North Lake, N. B.; E, M. Woodcock, 
Bangor; B. Gibbs, Glenburn; V. Ludgate, 


Lubec; H. W. Pierce, Bangor; W. H. 
Robinson, Bangor; . H, Sawyer, 
Bangor; W. H. Holmes, Elisworth; F. 


M. Plumstead, Wiscasset 





LAWYERS IN TROUBLE. 


Judges McCarthy, Smith and Taylor, of 
the Common Pleas Bench, have disbarred 
Attorney Frank P. Kibler, of Canton, 
Ohio. He was found guilty of suborn- 
ing a witness, trying to get him to swear 
falsely in a law suit, and of collusion 
with the defendant, while representing 
the plaintiff in a petition for divorce. 


The Supreme Court of Michigan in an 
unanimous opinion has granted the peti- 
tion of Circuit Judge Clement Smith of 
Hastings for the disbarrment of Charles 
R. Mains of Battle Creek. For several 
years Mains has been the central figure 
in several sensational cases in Judge 
Smith’s Court and he finally accused the 
latter of corruption and conspiracy. The 
Supreme Court heard the proofs and de- 
clared the charges to be absolutely with- 
out foundation. The Court says that 
Mains is without the sense of honor es- 
sential to an attorney. 


John N. Fulton, a Montreal lawyer, has 
been arrested in Boston charged with 
embezzling $50,000 from the estate of 
Thomas J. Corristine, at one time the 
leading furrier of Montreal. The em- 
bezzlement is alleged to have occurred 
during the last six months. Fulton was 
appointed administrator at the death of 
Mr. Corristine, who left the estate to his 
widow, Elizabeth Reed Corristine. It 
was valued at $100,000, and it is charged 
that Fulton used $50,000 of the amount 
without the knowledge of Mrs. Corris- 
tine. 


It is the sentence of the Circuit Court 
that Frank E. Wright of Toledo, Ohio, be 
disbarred from practice in the State of 
Ohio for a term of one year. In hand- 
ing down this decision, the Circuit Court 
has much reduced the sentence of the 
Common Pleas Court, for by the terms of 
that decision the attorney was disbarred 
from ever practicing in Ohio again. A 
motion for a new trial was made by 
General J. Kent Hamilton and T. H. 
Tracy, attorneys for Mr. Wright, but the 
motion was overruled. There were three 
specifications in the charges of which the 
Common Pleas Court found Mr. Wright 
guilty, but the Circuit Court sustains one 
of these only. It is to the effect that 
Wright induced his clients, the Sargents, 
to enter into a settlement when he knew 
that they were to be prosecuted on crim- 
inal charges by the Chittendens, and 
that Mr: Wright obtained $350 out of that 
settlement. The Court stated that in 
mitigation of Wright’s offense, due ac- 
count had been taken of his efforts to 
correct his fault and secure the release 
of his clients from prison. 


Willliam J. Hawkins, a well known at- 
torney has pleadef guilty before Judge 
Sutherland in the County Court to an 
indictment charging him with forgery 
and grand larceny in the first degree, 
and was sentenced to three years and 
six months in Auburn State Prison. The 
charges against Hawkins were that, 
while acting in a confidential capacity, 
he swindled one of his clients, a widow, 
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FIFTY CENTS PER VOLUME. 


50 CENTS. 50 CENTs, 
STANDARD 


REPORTS, DIGESTS, Et 


WILLIAMSON LAW BOOK COMPANY 


ROCHESTER, N.Y. 











Abbott’s N.Y. Digest, 8 Vols. 1870.............+.++- 
Law Register, 31 Vols. and 1 Digest .... 


American Railway Reports, 7 Vols ........++.-++++ 


a 
i 
F 
; | 
, “ walBarwesvzvusensees 


Vols. 
wyn's DEM cs cacgsockectva 
Mele Feces Reporte. 1st @0 Vous Reh bdenebhenete 3 
's N.Y. Superior Court Reports, 5 Vols... 
New Reporter, 6 Vols...........-.00ssee0s 


v.¥. | Tice chpeenpabemnang 1 
| Pen: Chancery Reports it Val sdeedouncne 
Barbour X. . Chancery $ Vois......... 

, : 19 Vols............ on 2 
Taunton's O.P. ere e Vols 4 
Wendell’s N.Y. w 











: : 
a i ; 
<aanssunnessusneesssss $255 





ORDER AT ONCE AS WE ONLY HAVE ONE COPY IN MOST 
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Mrs. Margaret A. Preston of Greece out 
of $5,100. This sum, it was charged, 
Hawkins obtained by means of a forged 
mortgage on the property of Mrs. Mar- 
garet A. Bruff, a widow, of No. 535 Court 
street. It is alleged that after the first 
mortgage for $2,500 had been drawn by 
J. B. Kiley, a lawyer, he permitted Haw- 
kins to take it for,the purpose of having 
it executed at the house of Mrs. Bruff, 
as she was very ill, according to Haw- 
kins’ statement. When the paper was 
returned it bore Mrs. Bruff’s name and 
the acknowledgment signed by William 
J. Hawkins, as commissioner of deeds. 
This was in September, 1898, and in No- 
vember following the same operation was 
repeated for $2,600. In both instances 
checks were given which, it is claimed, 
Hawkins had cashed. 


RECENT DEATHS. 
oe 


CALIFORNIA. 
Ward Haynes, Los Angeles. 
I. J. Maccabe, San Francisco. 
COLORADO. 
Hon. O. F. A. Greene, Boulder. 





























on 


-_= 
“CGe Ee Zteurevtce 


ee= 


we ery bo Sour > - 
SSSSSSSSTSSSSSSSSSSSSSSE S SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSEE 


w 
eoucves 











ving 
ruff, 
law- 
was 
and 
liam 
eeds. 
No- 
was 
inces 
med, 





THE AMERICAN LAWYER 






589 












Thos, J. Drum, Denver. 
Jesus M. Carson, Trinidad. 
CONNECTICUT. 
Judge Alfred Knapp, South Norwalk, 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Francis P. Dewees, Washington. 
Josiah Dent, Washington. 
GEORGIA. 
Judge John P. Henderson, Atlanta. 
ILLINOIS. 
Samuel W. Treat, Rockford. 
Hope Reed Cody, Chicago. 
William G. Deale, Chicago. 
Hollis Field Daugherty, Chicago. 
Chas. A. Dibble, Chicago. 
INDIANA. 
Geo. M. Ray, Warsaw. 
Duane H. Bowles, Indianapolis. 
IOWA. 
M. T. Whitney, Marshalltown. 
Frank J. O’Brien, Independence, 
KANBAS. 
Guy, Topeka. 
KENTUCKY. 
Judge Geo. ©. Prewitt, Georgetown. 
Judge Andrew Thompson, Louisville. 







Judge John L. 


Cc. D. Dickey, Glasgow 
W. F. Parish, Mt. Washington, Ky. 
LOUISIANA. 
Judge Robert Ray, Monroe. 
MAINE. 
Howard Rawson, Waldeboro. 
MARYLAND. 


Jerome B. Bennet, Easton. 

Jos. A, Skinner, Hagerstown. 

Cornelius J. Scott, Chestertown. 
Jos. A. Skinner, Hargerstown. 


MASSACHUSETTS. 
Chas. B. Feish, Natick. 
Henry F. Hopkins, Lawrence. 
J. C. Ropes, Boston. 
Shattuck Hartwell, Boston. 
Chester B. Conant, Greenfield. 


MICHIGAN. 
Geo. Miller, Benton Harbor. 
E. C. Newell, Saginaw. 


MISSISSIPPI. 
Col. W. G. Yeager, Greenville. 
MISSOURI. 
Daniel D. Burnes, St. Joseph. 
Judge Wm. Young Pvans, Lamonte. 
John W. Beebe, Kansas City. 
Jos. J. Brady, Farmington. 
MONTANA. 
Chas. E. Sutton, Bozeman. 
NEW JERSEY. 
Judge Wilson B, Jenkins, Camden. 
Geo. T. Ingham, Atlantic City. 


NEW YORK. 
Egbert Price, Saratoga. 
John C. Keeler, Canton. 


John H. Haskell, Albany. 
Jesse M. Reynolds, Gouverneur. 
Wm, Avery, Highland Falls. 
Alfred C. Crosby, Delhi. 
Cornelius W. Smith, Syracuse. 
Chas. A. Van Allen, Carthage. 
OHIO. 
Thomas Milliken, Hamilton. 
Judge Joseph T. Logue, Cleveland. 
OREGON, 
Judge Wm. Wallace, Thayer. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 
Samuel E. Kirkendall, Milton. 
Jos. Beatty Howell, Shadeland. 
Jos. M. Pile, Philadelphia. 
Gen. Wm. Blakley, Pittsburg. 
SOUTH CAROLINA. 
E. B. Hollings, Charleston. 
TPENNESSEDR. 


Judge James E. Shields, Clinchdale. 


TEXAS. 
Thomas Ballinger, Galveston, 
VERMONT. 
Hon. Fred Arnold, Randolph. 
VIRGINIA, 
Judge Chas. H. Miller, Blacksburg. 
WEST VIRGINIA. 
G, Clay Hyde, Kingwood. 


WISCONSIN. 
Judge James A. Mallory, Milwaukee. 
Judge David W. Small, Oconomowoc. 
CANADA. 
J. A. McLean, St. Thomas, Ont. 
P. M. Bankier, Hamilton, Ont. 





PATENT ATTORNEYS, 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
WASHINGTON (Washington Co.) 

LAWSON & CO., 312 Indiana ave. Patents and 
patent causes. [#”" Associate work in both 
office and court practice given prompt attention. 
O'Meara & Co., 818 G st., N. W. Refer to Colum- 
ational Bank. 


bia N 
ILLINOIS. 
CHICAGO 


O Cask ood 

CHAR TURNER BROWN, 79 Dearborn st.. Acts 
as counsel to practising attorneys in patent 
causes. All conveniences for taking depositions 
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W4NTED—4 young attorney with three years ex- 
perience and a graduate from the Law 


4 ership or get in with some attorney who has 
poaty of work, if there is chance for advance- 
ment. Address ‘ H. M. H.”, 

Agency. 


ANTED.—Young lawyer, A.B., LL. B., 4 year’s 
W in 3 ‘s as brief colin, 
services 








A*® ATTORNEY in the interior of P lvania, 
20 Se ee ee a ~ 

ears ve p ce, prepara- 
tion and telal of nearly every variety of causes, and 
contrelling valuable clien , wishes to locate in the 


- He RA Saving 0 lney penenien, 
some awyer or firm, having a 
Who chert tenia onan All cor 

ential. Address “ 


to be " 
La " care of American Lawyers’ Agency, P. O. 
Box 411, New York City. 


FOr SALE.—Established law and collection office in 





lf 


selling. Address “H. L. T. 
can Lawyers’ Agency, P. O. Box 411, New York City. 


W4N8TED—A law er. Have lived in place 
eighteen years; have good library and 
; am Ne and —— —. 2 

young man, who work, and can take 
: practice ; will sell an undivided half in- 
iture. &c., and Py equal 








All of the well-known 
healthful properties and 
wonderfal remedial ele- 


ofthe famous Sara 

prondack, Spring (fo 
jissingen) have been concentra- 

ted in tablet form, ra 


Sa 
rondack Tablets convert & 
glass of/ordinary water into the 
oparkling health-giving water 
that flows from this famous 


% cts. 








OF INTEREST TO CORPORATIONS. 











for deo ter thete sorviesn whale eae 
an 
be less than $10, nor more than $25 per annum. - 
cosh qevtene corporations . es 
them from bringing suit in some 7 

Those attorneys, whose names and addresses are hers 
given, will advise as to all requirements of the 
Viians of law porinning to corporations thai sll thet 
or in any basinacs ‘while hevion 

no 

ne 7) fe ther business office coming with 

Alsh G + fle. ; . 

inter, MosesBldg, Montgomery 


rel 


Indiana— N 
Bea Phe Newberger & Curtis, Commercial 


Kansas— 


qKentucky—Pirtle & Trabue, Columbia Bldg, Louis- 


Louisiana— 
Maine— 


ptsrziand—noDson & HODSON, 6 Lexington street, 


Massachusetts— 

Michigan— 

Minnesota— Fifi Fletch : 
. mee, er & Fifield, 920-930 Lum: 

Missouri— 

Ames & J 
City. ones, American Bank Bidg, 

Montana— 

Nebraska— 

New Jersey—THOMAS P. FAY, Long Branch. 

New Mexico— 


New York—THE COUNSELORS B illiam 
street, New York. sera: 


North Carolina— 

North Dakota—Tracy R. Bangs, Grand Forks. 

Ohio— William T. McClure, King Bldg, Columbus 

Oregon— PIPES & TIFFT, 708-711 Chamber of Com. 
merce, Portland. 


Pennsylvania— Frank E. Boyle, Burr Bldg, Scranton, 
Rhode Island— ; 


Utah— 

Vermont— Dillingham, Huse & Howland, Montpelier 
Virginia— 

Washir.gton— 








‘or Booklet 
ARONDACK SP 
Saratoga Springs, M, 


West Virginia— MERRICK & SMITH, Parkersburg. 
Wisconsin— Chas. H. Hamilton, City Hall, Milwaukee, 
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LIST OF ATTORNEYS 


IN UNITED STATES, CANADA & EUROPE. 
(REVISED MONTHLY.) 


The Attorneys named in this list have been recom- 
mended 




















accredited atterneys en faverable terms. 








ALABAMA. 


Athens (Limestone).................-. W. R. WALKER 
Commercial law and collections. Refers to Bank 
of Athens. 

Attalla (Etowah)...................... S. W. Johnston 
Refers to Bank of Attalla. 

Bessemer (Jefferson) ..................---- J. A. Estes 


eT — 
| W. CHAMBLEE, Chalifoux Bldg. Refers to 
First National Bank of Birmingham. 











eee eesceecce a! 


untsville* wrence Cooper 
Refers toFirstNat.B'k andW. RiRison&Co., b’kers. 
— nibibe band necine Geena R. L. Windham 
to Alabama National Bank, Birmingham, 

and the Crawford Banking Co., Jasper. 







MeeCHAND We at _ Seewss (Successor to Clark &Clark) 
offices 17 N. Royal st. — ections a 
General law a. tions taken. Re. 
fer to First National and Wm. H. Lein- 
kauf & Son, bankers. 


VAUGHAN & GAILLARD, 65 St. Francis street. 
Practice in 













oad W. M. BLAKEY 
ee eer 4g Commerce 


Seteo to Bank of Mon , Chandler & Dou- 
erste Br estate and insurance. Attorney for Riv- 
e es Co. Will “aren foreign creditors 

P 









ALASKA. 
PR aidins secstetecdinccnsiceeedees Malony & Foote 


ARIZONA. 











Los Angeles* 





San Jose* (Santa 
San 








— 
as 


Fort Smith* (Sebastian 

THOMAS BOLES bes i titl tates and coll See te ake ae 
a 2. &9 Franklin Block. Refers to Bridgey fat. Bk, 
P. Cc. FISHER, 600 Garrison ave, cor- | Danbury* (Fairfield) ............000+++ Brewster 
es iw = East seeceeeeee ohnson 

Greenwich (Fairfield).............. -++-¥. A. Hub 
tile dearer pag ® (Hartford) <c..cccos.ccccsss- oa. sit 
eeercesccccssecess---G00, B. Pugh | SR (Sow Daven)...... ...+ Danaher 


+e eee ee ee ewe eee 


Seer wwe eeeeeeeeneees 


(Kent) Robt. 
E. J. £0. i  GAMBERGER, 515-517] Homer Laughlin * (Sussex). 
8, commercial Sea °*°ifstee to Georgetown, and First 
Horners for the Citisens’ Ban Ba ational Bank, Seaford, 
muLfono an POLLAR D, Middletown (New Castle)..............- W. F. Causey 
Commercial and probate law gt * OF 
; —- WAL H HAYES, 839 Market st. Refors to Un 
WORKS & LEE, 420 Henne of W 


. Attorneys 
for National Bank of ‘Calif San Diego 


a 


peter 
KELLOGG, P POST & SHELDON, 600 & 628 Ernest & 
Cranmer Bldg. erences on application. 
Lee & PARKS, Tha Wests Bee nk? 
References: The Western Bank, Denver, 

Buffalo Commercial Bank, Buffalo, N.Y. 
CHARLES A. Sea, , SER bo SE Benet 6 Okey 
mer Bidg. to First National Bank. 


Refer to 
or citizen. 


* (Escam! 
eae tae Q 
LLIAM 


to Citi 
MARSH a 











Tallahassce* ) .conccccnvvecongses 
Telluride* Miguel) Tampa* (Hillsbero)...............Frank M. Simonton 
Teintdade Coes Anions) Fsccicccssscccdat Ws We Morgan “ Titusville* (Brevard) ........... «--+-James T. Sanders 


—_ ~~ fr ae 838 Market st. ae to 
aotary public. : 


Patent Causes. 
c. ALBERT WHITE, 462, at, B. W. General law 


Bank of W 
Depositions taken. 


Collections, commercial and corporation law. DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Pasadena (Los Bascecacepecess as. McLachlan | wasHINGTO: 
we wy — gegmonenngnensnenig iy 4 JOHN A. “aantnel, 2 a Bl 434 st. Mercantile collec 
R epadesses case endnco tania mmne te Central Nat'l B’k. 
ewer Ly, NE rete ae James OERRY & MINOR, Arey dg ne mga 
Sacramento* (Sacramento) ............ Robt. T. Devlin V. RB. Berry, 8. Minor). Re- 
San (San Bernardino).......F. W. Sop oy AD 2 Trust Co., Central 
San Diego" (San sa diaaehinteeeina OSCAR A. TRI National Bank, Italian 
Attorney for th National Bank of San Diego. eto. Practice all courts and 
£1 80.1. BAMBERGER, Gall Bldg. Collections, Long distance : 
‘conmmeneial and eovperetion law. Afterneye SLACKBURN & BLACKBURN, 472 Louisiana ave 
for the Bank of " 8. Blackburn, W. Black ae 
arrott Building. im the Supreme Court of the 
aeatanen ae J. 8. McGinnis States, the courts of the District of Columbia, 


the Court of Claims and the Executive De 
partments. Organised to handle mercantile 


CLARENCE A. BRANDEN Fendall Bldg, 344 
D &t., N. W. d 
taken. F.W.Brandenburg. Notary. 


FRANK M. cnurcH, Equity Mary Re 319 a st. 


Refer oy 3 





National Bank. 


FLORIDA. 


Carry & Curry 
the a Postmaster, any merchant 
eum) 
&k BLOU Refer te First Nat'l Bank. 
FISHER, 204% South Palafox st. Refers 
izens’ National Bank 
CHIPLEY. Refer to Citizens’ Nat'l Bank. 


ewer eeereeae 
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GEORGIA. 


Clarke) 
nae to all leading business honses. 


Atlanta* (Fulton) 
MCELREATH & McELREATH (Walter MoElreath, 
‘emple Court. Gen- 
References : 


Emmett McElreath), 717 
eral law and 
Third National Bank of Atlanta. 


Elm wood ( 
E) Paso (Woodford)..........-.....-.- J. F. Bosworth 
Fairfield (Wayne 








 ..useeeseW. T. Burkhalter 
ret -.aseee-€, E. CARPENTER 
Chatham) 
Geo. W. Beckett. Southern Express Co. Bldg. Re 
fers to Citizens’ Bank of Savannah, M ita’ 
ational Bank. or any other bank in oa 
. Board of Trade Bldg. Refers to the 
‘Chatham Bank, Savannah. 
Emanuel 





Toomer & Reynolds. Refer to Bank of Waycross. 
eaboro* (Burke). . Seaborn H. Jones 
fers to Citizens’ Bank of Waynesboro. 


IDAHO. 


Boise City* (Ada) Idaho Commercial & Collection Co. 
(Ltd). eae L. Newton, Mgr. 
Caldwell* (Canyon 


ce eSIAN CRATTY Floor 13, Security Building 188 
Madison st., 


‘erences : 
H. c. Tisbes, tens, ‘a DE Oo. hate ; 
F. gloves. 
betore Al Alice Manning, Notary Public. room 1808. 
( 
FREDERICK a yy wt H. MAINS, 417 Ashland 
, Clark 5 Refer to 


and Chicago City 


Darand CW 

Dwight (Livin = 
business 

Bfinghan”(Efinghan). 

Elgin (Kane) 


Fulton (Whiteside)................---.] 
Galena* mong 


Greenup (Cumberland) .............. 
Harriab 


««enees+..- Send to Peoria 
. Wm. A. ¥ 

sewer 

OC: A See 


ti oe f Ch Sith 
ation 0 cago or 
man in Dwight, — 


er to 


Rafors to Home Wetional Bank 


) T. Martin 
fers to Pendleton, Johns & Co, Bankers. 
* ( ‘<A, MS 
‘ers to 


-, Bank of London Mille, London Mille, 


.Send to Mattoon 


urg* (Saline) ....Choisser, Whitley & Choisser 
Refers to City National Bank of Harrisburg. 


) 
boro National Bank 
Page) CHARLES H. LEECH 
Yates 


Paris* 

Paxton* ( 

Pekin* (Tazewell) 
Rahn & Black. Refer to any bank in the city, 

also ao National Bank, Petersburg. 


HENRY Cc. FULLER Attorney for Anthony Loan 
3 x or 
& Trust Co. 


Pontiac* (Livingston) rry G. Greenebaum 
Refers to any bank in Livingetes County. 


Queer, & 

8. COPFIELD, anets | Maashios st. Commercial 
phan 8. Refers to State Sa 
Loan an tret Co and Ricker National 

L. E. EMMONS,jr Refers to Ricker National Bank. 


) 
‘ational Bank of Sb 
Soronto (Bond) .......... D. Mataey 


a oe 
PALMER, SHUTT, HAMILL & LESTER. General 
attorneys B. & O., 8. W. Ry. Oo. and local at- 
torneys Illinois Central . Co. Practice in 
all courts. Nag yey bank in city. 
eT, ae, SANDERS, Over First National Bank. 
to any bank in the city. 


Toledo* (Cam Deets 
Toulon (Stark). 
Refers to Bank of Burge. “Dewey & Gould. 





) 


Gina" Mortees 





- Morgan & Orebaugh 


(Bartholomew) 
Refers to the First National Banik. 
W. Caldwell 


Crawfordsville* Lp pe Ae Robert 
Refers to First Nat'l and Citizens’ National Banks. 

Crown Point* (Lake)............ d 

Decatur* (Adams). . J 


(Vanderburgh). ... A pre L. WEDDING 


Evansville* 
Refers to the Old National 


(Allen) .. ZOLLARS, WORDEN & ZOLLARS 
and attorneys of Pa. RR. =. 





592 THE AMERICAN LAWYER. 
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ere poraeenein ere 


A 


. J. 
Refers to and Winchester Martin, 
Gan ext eat Ark. 


ae SHEPARD. Collect anywhere in the 
ation)............. a A. Tillotson 


wait ddd 


Tofere to the Uiickasaw Haul 
Choctaw 


eae Nation) 

John W. Black. Practice in all the courts. Re 
fers to First Nationa) Bank. 
Tahlequah’ "op Bank of Tahlequah ad &."H. Mayes, o : ~ 44 

Principal Chief ce Nation “TS llag to Hartiey Stato Bani and C. H. Colby : 

Vinita (Cherokee N. Co., bankers. 

BLUE & WILSON. oy and mercantile 
collections. Correspondents answered ard re- 
ee ae nets. Refer to First Na- 
tional Bank, Vinita. 

J.C. ae ae > S. Remsen, merchant at arren) 
Grove, Refers the Warren County Bank. 

Wagoner (Creek Nation) Towa ie (Je ty 
to First National Bank. 





tel he el et 8 


-— aie 


coe & — * “1 Cedar Beatie Savings 
two .P. (Brown)... ...---.-..-« 35 EANS a sir 
JOHN N. HUGHES. Commercial and corporation | ols ‘aur ft et - 2 
law. attention to collections and de- | Newell (Buena M. E. 
pectin. in all courts. covert ree 
Refers to Cedar Rapids National 
American Trust & Savings Bank, L. Wallace 
& Son, and Central Newspaper Union of Cedar 


i siieenenieanitataniainudioat P. W. Burr 


Loew Cones —- c. R. ‘MIDDLETON 
A general law practice courts; notary an 
office. Refer to any bank in 


Uincoln* (Lincola) Geo. D. Abel 
Refers to = Saeee Vey PS on ee 
igo sass 
in me ates) Jobn E. Hessin 

to Iowa and First Marion* (Marion) ° & Kelley 


— er O. G. Reinige 
fers 10 th  penkmacmsesteacrace: Bank. 





Des Moines* (Polk) 
CUMMINS, ee & WRIGHT, Youngerman Block. 
Refer to National and Valley Nat’] Banks 





Ni 
LOHR, os & R, Masoni ite. 
tions, di an " 


Colleo- 
Refer to Merchants’ and Boourity i Nat) Banks. 


nm aime Saeee .— « Kinkpetieh 
Spirit Lake* kinson) ........+-.00--- E Pence 
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sAuUeL_ WOODWORTH. Refers to First Na- 


Stowell a eld, Refer to First National Bank. 
| we hanya Smith) E. 8. 


bank or business house in county. 


(Mon DP esecese R. Prewitt 
er a 
ee. Ww. 





mgt (Orleans) 
“HUBERT M. _—> 220 Carondédlet st. Refers 
Lewis & Oo, (Ltd.), New Orleans. 


Oune ‘erences furnished if 

JAMES T. mike tit Ce 127 Carondelet st. Practices in all 
State and Federal courts. y Py 
and New Orleans National banks. > wee 
ye and satisfaction a 


Rayville* (Ri 

Ghreveport* (Caddo igowano % Ay RANDOLPH 
(A. H. Leonard. i ee -) Attorneys for 
Merchants & Farmers’ Bank Shreveport. Prac- 
tice in Stave and Federal courts. 


MAINE. 
Ashland (Aroostook) 
Aubarn trb tS. Ocke pot Prot Ludd 
nu! * ). 08 er en 
Refer to the National Shee & Leather Bank and 
First National Bank, both of —— . 
ee — 


ne Public). 
and Kenduskeag National Sek 


Bath* ( 





of Dover. 
— 4 JOHN H. McFAUL 
cay 5 k in city or any county official. 


(Androscoggin) .Oakes, Pulsifer & Ludden 
Refer to Lewiston Trust & Safe Deposit Co. and 
First National Bank, both of Lewiston. 
Livermore Falls (Androscoggin ) 
The National Commercial & Collecting A 

G. A. Gordon, Manager. Refer to vermore 
Fails Trust & Banking Co. 

Oldtewn (Penobscot) Clarence Scott 
to Eastern Trust & Banking Co., Oldtown 
Pittsfie'd (BSemerect) Abel Davis 
Refers to Pittsfield National Bank. 

ennebec 


Refers to North National te Rockland National 
eal om of this place. 


BALTIMORE (Baltimore) 
WODSON & A —— 6 Lexingston st., East. Com- 
law a » specialty Collection depart 
ment ment ally equ Refer to any wholesale 
apeed 


CHARLES MORRIS ag meg 700 and 701 
Bldg. Refers to Real Estate Trust Na 
tional Mechanics’ Bank = National Exchange 
Bank of Baltimore. 

MUSGRAVE, |x pow gu & HALL, Fidelity Building. 
Commercial and bank inglaw. We pay special 
attention to collections. Notary in office. 
Members Attorneys’ National Clearing House. 
References: Fidelity & Deposit Co. and Na- 
tional Exchange Bank 


WwW. H. H. RALEIGH, 10 Hopkina rae Ly ad 


reau. Notary and Cumasignioner of Deeds in 
office. a \ Robert W. 


) R. Harlow 
Refers to soon © River wats ~—- Athol. 
(een Oe ania bilip E. Brady 


ty & CONANT, Sears Bidg. 
Reference:— Freeman’ 


Collections 

3 National 

Bank and National Hamilton Bank, Standard 

Oil Company, Boston Belting Co., Chandler & 

har and Williams & Everett, Boston. 

MOULTON, LORING & LORING, a<. Refer 

to Old Colony Trust Co . and the Globe Na 

—— H. READ, Attorney at Law, 20 Devon- 
st. Law, ‘collections and 

ak of Deeds and Notary Public. 

Counsel for READ'S AGENCY. Refer to 

Oliver a > Jordan, Marsh & Co. and 


Boston Daily Globe 
Brockton (Plymvath)........ — enemas Chase 
Refers to Brockton National Ban 


) E 

a, en Commercial Law. Attorneys for Po- 

ational Bank, National Union Bank, Fall 

fiver Savings Bank and Citizens’ Savings Bank 
and other 


Fiteh 


bert W. Carpenter 
Refers toWnr Bs. Crocker, Pres't Foxboro Sav. B’k. 
Gloucester (Essex, Chas. A. 


PATRICK KILROY, 475 Main st. Refers to Pynchon 
gen dope Carpenter & Co. 


orcester* (Worcester) 
weqoon the pom hy — 
of legal work. Collestions. Depesitie 


MICHIGAN. 


Brown 
ae Ay ny _ 
of D. Windsor. 
(Sanilac) 


DETROIT* (W: be 
WILLIAM M. epee. 12 See ee ee 
ber Commercial Law League of America. Re- 


uette) 
Jenkeon" (Jecketn) asd senes: Gua J. 
Refers to D. M. Osborne & Co. of Auburn, N. ¥. 
and The Wyckhoff Harv. Co. of Jamestown N. ¥. 
Boudemar & 








me E. 0. Greenleal 

first Natt  Ammenemermeem:, x B’k. 
Aroostook) T.5 
bec ticorge W- 


Ha (Easex).... 
Holyoke on. 
Refers to olyoke "National Bank and Home Na- 
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Port Huron* (St. Clair) 
ome a ity Taylor, Commercial Bank or any 


pny (Macomb: Deiintntiabdnmentuenit C. C. THORINGTON 
Refers to Citizens’ National Bank. 


Saginaw* (Saginaw) 
E. J. DEMOREST, Eddy Bidg. (East b pee Prac- 
tices in all courts. Collections a 


law a specialty. Th: eee eames. 
tion department. os Secon National 
Bank and Savings Bank 0 of E East Saginaw. 
Saint Joseph* (Berrien) 
Commercial and corporation practice. Special at 
tention given to collections through Berrien Coun- 
% Coloma, W atervleit, Eau Claire, Berrien Spring-, 
ensville and Bridgman. Keferences Farmers 
& Merchants’ Bank of Benton Harbor. 
Sault Ste. Marie* (Chip; 


Sh Fa aa ae Shia ptatastlng ‘D.C. 
MINNESOTA. 


* (St. Louis) 
PEALER & FESLER, Palladio Bldg. Mercantile 


and m collections. Attorney for the 
Merchants Bank. y 


RICHARDS 2 CRANBALL. me Chamber of Com- 
merce B Collection busi. 


commercial 
ness. Has nest grade refwenees furnished on 
request. 


RICHARDSON & DAY. Hy and mortgage 
collections a Ce ler to any 
ono and Paul ational Bank, St. Paul. 


mmea . 
y L. 


ret oy Falls and First N ee 
ani a 
Palda (M — M. 

Glencee* (M: 


son) H. G. 
Refers to Citizens’ State Bank of Lakefield. 
Little Falls* —- 


Lindbergh, mane & a ethene. 

ie ie (BOER). .cncccecccccccses witdon ; 

(Blue Earth).................. “3 B. WILSON 

Commercial law and collections i 

to. Refers to First National Dank eed Notional 
Citizens’ Bank. 

Marshall (Lyon ard & Burchard 


) Sew: 
Refer te Lyca County National Bank and First 
yc cenmae f Marshall. 


A. ri ANDERSON: “aw 
Manager for U: 





Av., 


~~ and appraisals of values @ of 

a a ae Special an 
FIFIELD, Pap mero & FIFIELD, 920-930 Lumber 

Exchange. Commercial, and real 

estate law, 

National 

in Minneapolis. 


ities. Refer to Flour aon 
or any bank or jobbing house 


ice and collections. Refers to 
Moorhead N;: Bank and Bradstreets. 
——, Tl ccnnnsanh sine nme 8. G. L. Roberts 
re ne Cy, Minn., and First 
State Bank of Pine City, M 


SAINT PAUL* PT 
S. P. CROSBY, 610-611 Globe Building. 


Aberdeen* (Monroe) G. C. Paine 
Bay St. Leuis* (Hancock) . Bites oer 


R. Easterling 
Refers to ercial Bank of Bain! cheno 


Greenville* (Washington) Jas. 
Refers to Merchants & Planters’ Bank. 


Green wood* (Leflore) .. -- Coleman & McClurg 
G (Harrison) . Send to — = 
burg* (Perry) 
Helly (Marshall). 
Jackson" ( ) --. Williamson & Potter 
McComb City (Pike) Quin & Williams 
Refer to the Citizens’ Bank. 
Meridian* (Lauderdale) 
Mississippi ro \emeesints pages scanmnal T. V.N 
Natches* mcorene 
-CHARLES SCOTT & E. H. WOODS 
Refer to Hanover National Bank, New York, and 
Memphis National Bank, Memphis, Tenn. 


arion) 
Refers te First Nat'l and German-American Banks 
Harrisonville* (Cass) - JERRY CULBERTSON 
Refers to Allen Banking Co. 
Hunteville’ (Randolph) 
Refers to The a i . Hammett Banking Co. of 
Huntaville. 


Kingston* (Caldwell) 


fers to Kingston Savings Bank. 


Norwood (Wright) 
ms te ~ ton Pope & Co. 


Poplar Biuff* cae sak i Perry Johnecn 


St.Joseph* (Buchanan) .STAUBER, CRANDALL & STROP 
German-American Bank Building. 


on |. SULLIVAN 523 Security Bidg. Will practice 
. a. g. 
tate and United States Courts, 


including 
penne A aaa Refers to Continental 
National Bank. 


Webb City (Jasper) 
Winona (Shannon)...................... J. W. Chilten 


MONTANA. 


tte* (silver Bow 

WELLCOME & ROOTE. Bots to W. A. Clark & 
Brother, kers; M. J. Connell Mercantile 
Co. and Montana Hardware Co. of Butte. 

Dillon* (Beaverhead) 


; Jos. M . Dixon 
White Sulpbur Springs* (Meagher) ....... wee P. Dince 


NEBRASKA. 


Ainsworth* (Brown)....... éaevece A.W 
Auburn* (Nemaha) 


Aurora* (Hamilton)........ 





(Lancaster) 
— a PETTIS. Commercial 
tions. Refers to Columbia National Bank. 
F. H. WOODS & L. E. WINSLOW. Mercantile and 
real Coll 


sty mag = ES any 
c 
five years in the courts 
Rererences 

* 


North Platte* 
Oakdale* (Antelope) 
acre Butler) 


Om Onn Ww. Bartin, 412 New York Life Bldg. Refers 

to Nebraska National Bank of Omaha and 
Gas Company. 

A. $. CHURCHI Attorney General of Ne 
braska) Suite bi SN. Y. Life Bldg. Refers to 
any beak in in Omaha. 

O’Neill* (Holt) Munn & Hal 


Ord* (Valley) THOMAS L. HALL 
Refers to the Ord and First National Banks at Ord. 
Osceola (Polk) H.M 











eae aon pis dootdnesbabshddamanaal ¥F. B. Pratt 


Ci fctore to Lewia Bros. Haak. 
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NEVADA. 


(Camden) CHAS. L. R. CAMPBELL 
$17 Market st. Refers to Security Trust & Safe 
Deposit Co. 


wer, ste 
k P. Me 259 
to N.J. Tithe Guaranty & Trust Co.,J 
Lambertville (Hunterdon) 
— (Monmouth) 
homas P. Fay, Counsejor at law. 
Fanpames PARKER, Counselor at Law, 12 West 


at., or; N.J.; 215 Broadway, Long 
me X.S Notary Public. — 


erseyCity. 
Walter F. Hayhurst 


Mount 


(Middlesex Warren R. 
to National Bank of New Jersey and Peo- 
ple's National Bank. 


Ocean y Tang 


Plainfield (Union) 
Isaac P. Runyon. 


Refers to City National Bank, 
Rushmore & Co. and 
) 


Bros., butchers. 
F. A. Dennis 


eashier People’s Bank & 
Trust Co. and Cook ok Conkling of Rutherford. 
Somerville* (Somerset) James L. Griggs 
Refers to — National Bank of Somerville. 
Trenton* (Mercer 
~~ Walker, Jr., 105 E. 
| Middlesex: 


NEW YORK. 
Adams (Jefferson) 
* (Albany) 
_ J. Buchanan, 
a References: First N 
weve t B k and National Sav’ 


ational Bank of Auburn. 


Auburn’ (Ca 
Refers to 


Louis K. R. Laird 


a (Kings) 


CHARLES 't. & CLARENCE U. CARRUTH, oP dag 
also 309 Broadway, New York Ci 
Carefal and conscientious attentien om 
all kinds of legal business, including 
and depositions. Refer to City National Bank 
and German Bank. 


CLINTON & CLARK, 1012 Guaranty Bldg. Refer to 
Marine Bank of Buffalo. 


See New York City. 


Cambridge (Washington) Eliot B. Norton 
oharie (Montgomery)....C. W. &). C. WHEELER 
— law practice. Refer to National Spraker 
Bank and Canajoharie National Bank. 
* (Ontario) ...... ...-Henry M. Field 
Refers to McKechnie & Co., ‘bankers. 
(Geeene) ey & t= 4 
Refer to Catekill Nat'l and Tanners’ ONar'l Beaks, 
Charlette (Monroe) Send to 
crs (Columbia) 
E. Barrett. Refers to State B’k, Chatham,N.Y. 
ee Dardess. Refer to State Bank, Chat. 


sf 
Hudson* 
Ithaca* ( 
Jamestown (Chautauqua) 
Refer to Jamestown National Ban 
a n* (Fulton) .. ouaree E. MOYER 
to Bradstreet's and the a x. = _* 
) 


TT psssennevenccessess 
‘ompkins) 


—_ Ulster) 

EWCOMB & METZGER. A general law practice 
in State and Federal courts. Corporation, in- 
surance and ote law, specialties. Col- 
lections — 

cchae Goa 


Middletown ( 
Mount Vernon (Westchester) . ae ~ & 


Newbarg (Orange) -..---.........-...- Jonathan Daye 


J 
New ( . John F. Lambden 


NEW YORK* (New York) 
BOROUGH OF MANHATTAN. 

HOWARD McWILLIAMS, 31 Nassau st. Commercial 
and co ion law and collections. Refer- 
ences: Mercantile National Bank, National 
Union Bank, Merchants’ National Bank and 
Manhattan Railway Co. 

POWELL & CADY (OmarPowell. Daniel L.Cady) 206 
Broadway, N.Y.,and 67 St James P! , Broo! lyn. 
References: D. D. Whitney, Pres t Hamilton 
Fire Ins. Co, N.Y. City; Geo. W. Koberts, 
M. D., N.Y. City ; J. J. Barnier, Cay ist, 
Brooklyn N.Y.; Waterbary (Conn.) ig. Co., 
&e. attention to liti cases in State 
and United States courts. (See card back page.) 

JAMES C. SPENCER, Stewart Bldg, 280 Broadway. 

General law practice and consulting counsel. 


BOROUGH OF BROOKLYN. 
POWELL & em 67 St. James Place. 


& Cohz 


Burke & Brewer 
State Bank, gg & Meret - 





Rhinebeck (Dutchess) 
Riverhead* (Suffolk). ..................+.- J. W. 





JNO. W. HINSDALE. References: The banks of 
Courtludges ch Cy the HBO 
Dunham feckley & Gs. Matra tecores 
Life Assoc., New York; Penn Mutual Life 
Assoc.. Phila. ; Strouss Bros. & Co., Balto. 
> Morrison 
Hem pam. mere 3 
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Grafton* (Walsh) ...................- Phelps & Phelps 
Refer to Grafton National Bank. wa 
Grand Forks* (Grand Forks).........Travy R Bangs 
foe (rene SE Pcnlasinnséenecsendunll Send te Towner 
Hilisbars (Trail) piaeinneneassedbenannibas J. ¥F. Selby 
La Moure* (Lamoure)............. 8 
to State of ley, N. D.; First 
State Bank of Kulm, N. D.; James River N 
of Jamestown 
Leeds (Benson)....................... Send to Towner 
a 


Tae aiantiieguiciceiiil d to 
Y Te caceienin ieeiaderbein .--Charles H. Stanley 
Towner* (McHenry) ............... ae 
law and collections ptly stomlied 
to in Williams, and Mc- 
Counties. Refers to Towner Merchants’ B’k. 
‘Barnes)............ MARTIN E. REMMEN 
ational Bank and any business 


6. Willard Belknap 
Detestoaeh ‘Bank Co. & Farmers’ Nat. B’k. 
Morrison 


Ashville (Pickaway).................. G. W. 

Athema* (Athens)......................... 
Refers to Bank of Athens. General law and collec- 
tions. and 





MILLER & POMERENE, — Bank Bldg. 
Refer to any bank in the 


ALFRED GROVES, 
607 Johnston Bldg. } 





JOHNSON & LEVY, Chamber of Commerce Building. 
Refer to National Bank, Members of 
Attorneys Clearing House. 


mer F. WILLIAMS, Masonic Temple. Probate 
paratent "Depots, Carbon coi witnot 

ns. rbon 
extra charge. References: auy ban in city. 
Long Distance 'Phone 1749. 
Circleville* (Pickaway)................. H. A. Weldon 


ins 2 and 
ters a specialty. nm 


MAX J. PFISTER, 501 American Trust Building. 
General practice. sg and commercial 


CLEVELAND * (Cuyahoga 
A. LEWENTHAL ut. for Savings. 
Collections. 


jurance mat- 


The Pabst Brewing Co., Milwaukee, Wis., 
and others 


— 0. WINSHIP, Block. 
(net le 5 Refers to 


Clyde it Po catbetacies sicdaceiemen M. W. HUNT 

Refers to People’ 8 Banking Co. and First Nat'l] B’k. 
maa it ig ey" (Frankin) 

. F. D. ALBERY, Room 40, Board of Trade. At- 

conan for Commercial National Bank and Ses- 

sions & Co., Investment Bankers. 


ALBERY & DILLON, any South High st. 


and ban 
ialty. Refers to Winters National 


(Defiance) 
D. E. DOZER, General law 
collections receive 


Here eee eee ee ee weeeee 






eeeeeeeeenee 








Stene 

pher and N. depositions. Refers to 
Shp National Bank, Commercial Nat’l Bank, 
any Judge or wholesale house in Columbus. 





Columbus Grove (Putnam)...............-- 8. Sanders 
GR PE Racncccecdececcu cosnaveses T. M. Potter 
; Miami) 
J. Guy O'Donnell. 
Cuyahoga Falls (Summit) .......... Chas. H. Howland 
Dayton* (Mon: Decsiuccdsensvieke J. E. CARSON 
1 Reibold Commercial, baallag awe real es- 
tate, probate, iz 


= yes Page 0 


to Merchants’ National Bank. of -y~ - 
Smith, Moulton & Price,attorneys, Chicago, Ill. 


Benj. Bina Kin — and Merch- 
aD ’ 
De Graff (Logan) ........-......+--.+0- Huston & Curl 
ee Horace A. Reeve 
Dennison (Tuscarawas) ..............---- A.W. 
Muskingum)........ ...... ° 





Refers 


Toledo* (1) 
CHITTENDEN & currveneen. Drummond Block, 
Commercial law and collections a 


—— 
—S 


Refer to an Sank in this city. “Referens 
will be in all cities on application, 
Depositions so oo office. 
onantes ayesmit. CLAPP, nn Block, 
Practice in all courte. Comm Corpors 
tion, eee, real estate, Se et = 
ance laws, a specialt Ky. “tefereto hanteé 
Clerks’ Hank and Ohio Savings b’k & Trostts 

















een eneetee 
seceeenwne «Ue 
ere ee eee eee 
eee 
Hate teen eee eeeeee 


eee e ewes eeeeeeeee 
senor 
Senet eee ewan ee eee! 
eee eee wereeeeee 
seneeene 


Beaver* (Beaver) ...........--+-+-- 
County Attorney. 
Kan. 


Chandler* (Lincolm)....... .......--+--- 
Thefore (0 the Bank of Hodfmaan, Conklin & Charlee 
Send to Perry 





and 
( 
Ponca Kay)... .ccccccce cece cosess Send to Perry 
Logan* (Hocking) Creck* (Geant) a i danmachald In & Wet 
8. H. t. to Walton Bank and Bank Creek. 
Virgil C. Stillwater* (Payne)........ wesseeaeenfStorling P. King 
o Coen 0 2 poem, : 
Lorain (Lorain).............cccess+-eseees . H. Aiken 
Malta (Morgan)............... Send to McConnelsville OREGON. 
Manafield* (Richland) .............. ] E. LA DOW | Astoria* (Clateop).............-----0--+- A. R. Kang 
—\ ~ jenna Attorney for Citi- epee o CEAMED coccccccccccccssec sesvos Hale & Norton 
zens’ Savings be me 7A -...Thos. H. Lakh Tope 
S | ese es eed 5. ideWeal & Bone Portland: ce rere > 
Martineville (Clinioa) -cc-<--1--~v-s- Hares | PIPES. & TIFFT. Practice in United States and 
(Uaien hoedse<tinoaubeimenall J.E Griffith Commissioners of deeds. Com- 
] A serial bunneg given pecalatenn, Sesociated Bank 
Brickman to Ainsw 
ing & Trust Co., Ladd & i 
San Francisco ; Bank. 
CHARLES. J. SCHNABEL, 515 Chamber of Com 
merce Building. Commercial, corporation and 
Salem jt Jobn W. Reynolds 
* (Marion) ..........-+--+++.- . Re 
Refers to — & Bush, Bankers, and Capital Ne- 
The Dalles* (Wasco).....Mays, Hun’ & Wilson 
Toledo ( Doecesccedocesnsnessnewee E. Hawkins 
Union* (Union) ........2200.2e-eenseeceee C. H. Marah 
PENNSYLVANIA. 
Allegheny* (Allegheny)........... McCready & Moore 
TAS. L SCHAADT, Dist.Attorney for Lehigh county 
or National Banks. 
1 $ LEISENRING. Solicitor for First Nation 
: erence 
E. W. Maxsov. Refers to First and Second Na | Ashland (Schoyikill)....-..----». ‘an V Se 
tional Banks of Ravenna. Bellefonte (Contre) .............scs-e+- John M. Dale 
Ripley (Brown).....-..-<---s00--e000++-- W.D. Young | Benton (Columbia) «- PPO SE Ae B Kaw 
Roseville (Muskingum)............ John W. Williams Refers to ational a 
ape a oe and L. 8S. Keldow. Bethlehem (N: )...8end to South Bethlehem 
Sabina (Clinton)...........--. .... ...--- W. H. Dakin ner ene» (Columbia) ...---.--- wm & 
Retore t to >the Sabina Bank. meer coereccccccccccnescesens : 
Salem (Colum lh ecipaniicenmnial ce Taylor & Metager _= Jefferson).....-.-.-H.E i MoCullong 
Salineville (Columbiana). ................. . C. M Be trockway vil rson) . "Alexander. aS eee 
Sandusky* (Erie).......... -.  -.---+.- R. B. Fisher | Pryn Mawr (Montgomery)..........Wm. B, Crawford 
(Brow)... .----00+eee+00=--+s to Ri Uarbondale (Lackawana)..............- James E 
bog, ey, = a ena John C. Bassett, Jt | Carlisle (Camberiand).............. Jt 
le* (Belmont) .........---.- D. burg” (Franklin).........HOWARD F. N 
St. Mary (Auglaize)........-....... Bullock & pice Refers to Valley National Bank of Chambersburg 
ville (Jefierson)...............-.-.P. and First National Bank of Greencastle, Pa. Get 
Thurman (Gallia) Cosecccescsecccocses Send to Gallipolis eral law and collections. Business for non-res- 
Tiffin* (Seneca) ............--.----.-+--. Rush Abbott dente ot aac Lert & 
Refers to Tiffin National Bank Chester (Delaware) ...... .......2+--seeees 
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— 
coccececsccocoseccsces Bidgway* ( Hpareenecerene conscanceanen De 
id Block, *| ily 
pecial FRAN nk E BOYLE, Bure Bldg arr Bldg. eg pttnes to any tants 
sferemeey 
plication, Shenandoah 
; Smethport* ( 
| Block (Northampton)...... W. S. & M. KIRKPATRICK | sm 
‘ — 8 Com | Sees 
I 
chants ¢ 
‘rust(s, Me Baporiam* (Cameron) ........-- 
. T 
Peat Raqcesteesbetdse 6eees 
. Newgl (ay Pranklin* (Venango) ............. _ 
ss i ivctscosseo-cuateetien W.C. 
7 ressececosshacchsensi Man 
N. Alles Ww. - Pe FL, to Room 2, 2 Kae mg. Refo 
Caldwa 
. Jacobs z te Nts wave » i a 
, a Harrisburg Bank. | Wilkesbarre* (Luzerne) 
L. Welle —s _— FELIX Ansait, 15 8. Franklin st. Commercial 
-— 7 ~eeteeaemes ~ , law and litigation a specialty. 
22 i EES a t= . WILLARD H. GOODWIN, 40 Welles Building. Refers 
r. Dakin’ hin) 7 to Second National Bank and Anthracite Sav- 
n Ewing untingdon)........... ings Bank. 
Frasier Jeanatown (Cambria) JOSEPH MOORE. Refers to First National pak 
W.W. ATKINSON. Commercial law and collections Hho ey Bank and Wilkesbarre Deposit & 
distinctively. Sa Bank. 
(Lancaster)...........- i FRANK P. SArtany. femmearelal low and yi 
tions. efers omi: y Trust 
7 (Westmo: - of ee hen, 3 
ees (nies Sew ””) MC Edward Shaughnessy canon & & slows son, Attorneys for, for Lycoming 
- Mortis Refers to Lewisbard National Bank. West B onal Bank, 
Charles. I Lewistown’ (Mifflin). ....Howard C. Lante eames he: Pan of W ilonepect, Williams- 
to Pery BE Lock Haven* (Clinton tex . = Passenger Railways, Williameport Water 
L. Crom Mahanoy city. (Schu ei). . Central eye Telephone Ce., The 
Refers to Union W 7 H. B. Claflin Co. and BR. G. Dun & Co. 
s. Green TE Mauch Chunk* (Carbon).......... Horace ; York* (York) E 
Sa John A. Hoober, Security Title & Trust oe ‘ 
7 John E. Kell. petien te Drovers & Mechanics’ 
atthews Piitabeocess cscs Josh National Ban SGORNICK & CORNICK. Date: Bldg. Special 
+. _aaneoe Ww lg te Sg pe tile litigations. 
Tee ee ee eee eee eee . uilding. Depositions, 
Dougie i Mifflinburg (Union) .. .-+-++-Horace P. Glover Ter ceesene ISLAND. F. phe wee Et he g ee eins Gao 
° Pet Milton (Northumberland). . -oeeee-sB¥ank M. Reber | pristol* (Bristol)... «oso... 


Monongahela Cit (Washington)... .W. Parke \e a 9 naannteei 
Refers to Alexander & Co., ‘bankers, and J. Roiacinanasepen 


1, Okla. Nicholson, Postmaster. 
’ 7 Seovieenent pee Mone 
hail Mount Carmel (Northumberland). ......J. E. Bastress BALLOU a] yowsn = 410, Industrial Trust Co. —_ a one, Continental Nat'l Bank 
sjount Fleceant (Wenmereland)... IDG ----evin 4. Oars cat 49 Westminster st. Refer to Indus- Bidg- Practice ig. A drnge or Mepis 
an’ e (Luzerne) ...-H. P. Robins irrast ‘actur National Bank aspecial' teorneys for Memp' 
0 Perry Refers to First a Bank. tio National 7 P Trust Co. and the Treasurer of the State 
.o New Castle* (Lawrence) .............. H. K. GREGORY STEPHEN a“ CASEY. Counsellor-at-Law, Banagan 
P. Kis Refere to the First Netiooal Bank. Building. Counsel Home Insurance & 
‘King ea istown* (Montgomery)......Wm. F. Dannehower | WatTen (Bristol)........... edéulibiees Trust of (Ben, BY of 
Norte SOUTH comes 
—— Aiken* (Aiken)........... aude E. 
Refers to Bank of Aiken, F. 3B. faa B 
tes and CARR & nandeiiian Commercial Barn walk (Becawell) .. Bellinger, Townsend &0’Benaes 
_ Com- and t Refer to Citizens’ Savings Bank. 
. Refer thoroughly modern and well equi Depo- Besufors (Benafort) RbiaissemnmnGn vided , 
d Bank- — — ony, G. C. Camden* . Trenton* (Gibson WwW 
Londoa eee hiladelphin sry CHARLESTON” (Charles iefer to Gibson County Bank or any other 
{Cm ': BW. 4 : ‘ MORDECAI & ADSOEN, >.0. pix 108. yn a in the count 
jou and meyer & oa Co. Bank. (See card on this page and on back cover.) 
_ — Colsiefer to Loan & Ezchan ‘ait of Sout th Carolina. 
| xo of Sou 
ame J 4-R. CASSEL. tn Deen mag, Ourperation com | cuter” (Chambon) e-WALLAGE 4 OTTS 
Wilson delphia office Connectiont Mutnal Life Ins. Co. pe todo N. Woods, banker, and National Bank 
awkins Hartford, Conn.; Snyder, Harris, Bassett & bs ay 
Marah Co., Philadelphia, ete. Newberry ville faa peocesnees<qnes 
SAMUEL =.cre Ley ag oy — to National Bank of Nev 
Refers . G. Dan oy Mercantile Gusiatuaner i aaaal ; Hildebrand 
Agency, at any office. Spartanburg" “Gpartanbr) “GOMAR & SIMPSON 
. Moore JOSEPH A. REED, Suite 1111-1114 Stephen Girard to National Bank of § Spartanburg or any 
Bidg, 21 South Twelfth st. General practice, other vther bank or business house in & city. 
corporation and commercial law, and collec- | Union* (Union)..................-.- Thomas B. Butler 
tions, specialties. Refers to Union Trust Co., 
Howett. Warner & Co.. Dry Goods, 429 Market SOUTH DAKOTA 
st.; Ivine, Diets & =o. ts 
‘ational Market st.; The Borgner frevbricks, 23 ad Aberdeen* (Brown). . .....-.Charles M. Stevens 
Ab. Race streets. Refers to Aberdeen and First National a. 
. Devit WAGNER & CRAWFORD, 15 and 17 South Third st. — W.&. 


Prompt attention ‘ven to claims of all kinds | Ca@ten* (Lincoln).............--..-- 

in Philgdel hia A t the United | Cham’ bamberiain® (Brule)...........-....----C. 

States and Hoey blic. Refer to | Clear Lake* (Deuel)................ ALBERT R. ALLEN 
& e 





Philadelphia Trust Deposit Co. and ~~ tab. 1888.) States Attorney of Deuel Coun’ 
Central National Bank. Long Distance 'Phone. eral law practice. Foreclosures and 
PITTSBURG* (Al —— a specialty. Notary and stenographer 


Allegheny) 
Chantler, MoGill & Cunningham. uy _. Rice & UPR, cnc cacdwncccctessiacosaee 


seibet’ Ek 











Pitteton (Luzerne) ........00+0-+00-ee00+ F.C. Mosier aaa» GEORGE R 

aes os ee _— ay 
aw ford Refers to Pennsylvania National | __—~ County Bank and Flandreau State Bank. | Mi fara to anv business hous 
é. Burr Tbank of Pottsville. 
erg, Jt A. W. Schalck. Refers to any as at tek ag? ~ ma eeascescces MATHIS & TEAGUE 
NOBLE Punxsutawney (Jefferson)............ practice. Prompt attention given 
sraburg Refers to Firet National and Gitisene’ Banks. to any business sent us. Notary in office. Refers 
. Ge Robert P. Shick to the First National Bank. 
on-ress 8 .-Send to Lock Haven ee 
onable. Reyooldoville J cfteraon) eocese cvense G@. M. McDonald | Onida* (Sully)................-.--.---Andrew McFall | Brownwood (Brown) ..........-- 
_ Geary Refers to a National Bank a Reynoldsville | Pierre* (Hughes). ..........-..----+------D. W. March | Cameron* (Milam)................--..T. 
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pleton, bankers, ef Corsicana. 


oe & Leather 
Schriver, Bartlett & 





of Boston, —) Co., 
















eee wen emeeenee 


‘of 






Hamilton) 
Refers to the First National Bank of Hico. 
jboro* (Hill) F. P. Works 


* (Harris) 
ALLEN, ee & a soe, Bins De Refer to 
South Texas N of Houston. 


LEON BIGELOW cmre. ened for gg a! Na 
tional Bank. la 


Sete eee ee ee wer eeenee 


errr rrr rs 


cee ee cere neeeneee 


eee weewnese 










Sunset (Montague) ..............-....-. Send 
Taylor (Williamson) .............. -..--.-- R. L. Penn 
Temple (Bell). .-....- - Send to 
q ). bert L. Warren 
q Se pescusevescsoegsodsihind Dan T. 

DP -ccccsceccccccocce 











CRRETIA) .ccceccessescececes W. Anderson 

Venus (Johnson)..............-. -.- Send to Cleburne 

‘Waco* (McLennan)......... . ooo Mh. P. JORDAN 
rn, “insurance and bank 

ruptcy law, s ities. Practice in all the aoe 

State and Federal. Attorney for Mercantile Ad- 





juster Martindale Mercantile Agency, Snow- 
Church Co., Bradford Rhodes & Co., United Com- 
mercial Lawyers, Attorneys’ & Agents Associa- 
tion, Early’s Mercantile Agency and others. 











(Parker) . .......«00+-000+- 
Wichita Falls* (Wichita) iesnopabane J. H. Barwise, J r. 
Wolfe City (Hunt) ................. Send to 
Woodville* (Tyler).........-.-.-.-+++++- J. A. Mooney 






UTAH. 
Brigham* (Box Elder) .................- J.M. Coombs 


om (Cashé)......-0002---erennceeeees J.C. Walters 
McCormick 
Provo* (Utah) 





pnapevecedisernasidel Trulove Lake* (Salt Lake) 
 degianieaiiouuinns Sat & Webb BOOTH, LEE & GRAY, ys floor Arerbach Block. 
SD nics moccekeets adie . Loggins Commercial 
Columbus (Colorado) .............. Gcoage Met McCormick RICHARD B. SHEPARD, Sai 125 Commercial 
ent Sneesecucenssibioded amilton Block. Com sinins 
Conroe (Mon Des wanhiibeeenesai T. E. Oa oe law, specialties. Refere to Commercial N. 
Refers ms ‘horp & Griffith. sky tional ee _— city. ipeseeens furnished 
silkais Sabind'g tntndaadnemneid oung t poin uired» 
apeapiemeretengees Te nw 
omen? NAGLE & BALLEW. Rafer to Ci VERMONT. 


Bank, Corsicana National Bank i ae & 


Tem 
T. W. LOVETT. Refers to City National Bank of 
National Sh wy. 


Baltimore, Md. ; Gilbert Elliott Law Co., New 
} York City; Ths Mercantile Adjester and A. 
/ W. Moise & Co. of St. Louis, Mo. 
| En ree Send to Cleburne 
} * 
BAKER & RHEA. References: National Bank of Send to St. Albans 
Commerce of Dallas. Send to St. Albans 
| EDWIN 0. HARRELL, 235 Main st. Refers to the H is Mibbesmennsed Send to St. Albans 
Decetar™ wee ---- s-2---SPENCER & BASHAM | 94 etter" TW ashin ton \ Dillingham, Huses:Howlan a 
A general law Collections given poemat tae (Wahine... Cc. D. 
| attention. Refer to First National Bank Wise 
i Bank. ( 
Refers to Exeba National = of Deaton : 
nge ational Bank, bans. 

| Rastland* (Eastland)................ & Brelaford | 3¢ Jetrtbucy. (Cheden Bank, | 
} Edna (Jackson).............. ....-- Dobbs & MoCrory | White River Junction (Windsor) .-..Wm. e 
| (Kaufman)...............-. Terrell, (Windsor) ............... m. 

.. MANFORD E. WILLIAMS 

















Seen e ee ee ee teeees senses 
eee eeteweene 


eee ee eens ee seeeee 


* (alifam).......20c. cece James H. Guthrie 
or, ao sore mmmaatanterse 
E. Garrett 


Leesburg (Loudoun) ..................- 
Bedns to Fooris’s ational Sank: of Leechers: 


ee eeeeees 


Federal courts. Collections given prompt attenticn. 
T™jAMES EBD Eph NDS. Commercial law and colleo 

business a Refers 
Bank and People’ s Nat'l Bank. 


Semen ee eeeeneee 


ete eneceeeeee 


in Richmond. 
4 0. SKELTON. Chamber of 
and commercial law. Refers 
Ci ’ Exchange Bank and J. L. Williams & 
Sons. bankers. 


Roanoke (Roanoke) ............ S. HAMILTON GRAVES 
Refers to First National and National Exc 
Banks, Roanoke, also Mercantile Trust & 

‘a more. 


Staunton* os a ounces covecesecests 





Stuart* (Patrick)... ...2<-..c0c..-cccees P. Bouldin, Jr 

Wafers to Pasriok County Bank. 
Suffolk* (Nansemond)................... R. H. Rawles 
Warrenton* (Pauguice) wanocesecssoeodapé J. P. Jeffries 
Warsaw* ( Di ccnccccoeccceses J. W. Chinn, Jr 
ee R. E. Byrd 


SECM Heuser 


inchester* ( Frederick). 
Wytheville* (Wythe).... 


WASHINGTON. 
















(Ki 
408-9 Mutual Life Bldg. Q 
pre robate and mining law, specialties. Keferences 
xter Horton & Co., Seattle; Kountze Bro 
bankers, Arnold, Constable & Co., and Tefft, Wel 
ler & Co., New York; McCornick & Co., bankers 
and Nat'l Bank of the megane Salt Lake, Ut 
Snohomish eet . Coleman & H. 








JOHN G. G 
al, ie 






DANSON & HUN HUNEKE, 606 to 611 Ls Sad Block. Com. 
mercial real estate and probate law. 


: ~ 


Counsel of Great Northern Ry. and 
Spokane and Northern Ry. 
Refers to Hoadley, Lauterbach & 
Johnson, New York ; Moran, Krauss 
; 
ALLYN su. ALLYN, Frank Allyn, Frank Ally 
ran n, Jr. 
 hidg et —, to London & Sen 
Francisce Hank and State 
Wala Walla* (Walla Walla) 











WAMBLEN 


LUND, 
401-404 
THE Rookery 











& © Moger, Catenge Chicago "Board of Trade, 
rancisco ; Aay bank or 

merchant in Spokane. 

Special deposition facilities. 













WEST VIRGINIA. 
Addison* (Webster) ....... 
Com 


Bluefield (Mercer) . 
Refers to ~ 
Buckhannon* 
= % Piter. 


--seeees W. W. MoClaugherty 
rat National Bank of Bluefield. 


“=~ to the Traders’ National Bank. 
. Commercial law and collections 






Camden-on-Gauley (Webster) 


Charieston* wae. 
SAMUEL S$. GREEN. State and Federal Courts. 
ions. Refers to Charleston 







* -A. B. 
etteville* (Fayette)............ Payne & Hamilton 
Peper Gee vias 5a and Charles 
National Bank, vi 














Point Pleasant* (Mason)...............-- J. 8. Spencer 
Refers to Merchants’ National Bank. 

@avenswood (Jackson)................ W. C, PRICKITT 
Refers to Bank of 

Saint Marys* oped bdeecéuseasnatnnlh A. J. Porter 


seer eee ewes eeenee 


Weilsburg" ( Sg bedeecee 
Wheeling* (Ohio 
T. M. GARVIN. Special attention given to 
corporations under the laws of West Vir- 
ginia. Prompt and careful attention given 
commercial lections. 
....-Sheppard & Goodykoontz 
illiamson. 


illiamson* (Mingo) 
Refer to Sank of W 


WISCONSIN. 


. eeceesW. M. Workman 





eee e ewe eeeteene 














ows press ¢ || 


he 


Cc RRA 


gee Ur 


a ee ee eed eel eed ed el 
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Columbus (Columbia) PAUL D. DURANT | Nelson (Kootenay) TAYLOR & HANNINGTON ae oS 
Commercial law and collections promptly Aberdeen Block, Baker st, 8. S. Taylor, % C., 1 CLARIC 7 Traders Bank 
to. Refers to First National Bank of Columbus. R. W. oe ye ) Solicitors for Imperial k * “Commercial la 2 
Danville (Dod ast ¥ of Canada, R. Dun & Co.,&c. Notaries public. 
Darlington* ‘En Fayette). Collections and mining law, and g law 
Dollgvrilic” lowa) a Carter practice aw, 
Doylestown (Columbia) New Denver (Kootenay) Send es W 
Eau Claire* (Eau Claire)....TEALL, THOMAS & TEALL | New Westminster” ( Bank 
Commercial law and collections. Refer to Bank | Revelstoke (Kootenay) .. socegecs 
of Eau Claire and Chippewa Valley Ban ems weg Eran ; EDWARD MEEK, Mail Bldg, Cor. Zines & Bay ate. 
Fall River (Columbia Send to Columbus v)- ‘ Barrister, soliciter, notary public, 
meetin thet Colman & Parkinson and 2° Beall MEVELS © B008N, BS 8. ane cgi S. Boddy), 


Green Bay* 1 Gedy L Barrist rs, Solicitors, 
Cady & eter to the Citizens’ National Bank. ictoria) Helmcken Notaries Pu Commissioners “for Ontario, 
John C. “A. . Neville. Refer to Green Bay vi e Pali, for 

boing th nm Union, New York & 


biishers Commercial ~ 
anesville* ( MANITOBA. Chicago; Merchants’ Legal .¥.; 
FETHERS (0 10. a ), JEFFRIS (M. G.) & MOUAT (M. | Brandon* (Brandon).. -H. L. Adolph International Collection SR asociation Woskus 
0 West Mil ub a f Attorney at Law, Solicitor, Notary Public, ete. y —— American Newspaper Pub. 
Savings Banks. notaries. Special collec- Hartney (Winchester 
tien depastment. Portage La Prairie* ( . 
Bagoes ( (Columbia) Winnipeg (Selkirk) PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND. 
Kenosha* (Kenosha) 
Kewaunee‘ (Kewaunee attawa 
w. : “weasuune 
Lawyer. Refers to Batavian Bank, S. Y. Hyde NEW BRUNSWICK. 
Elevator Co. and La Crosse Soap Co. Fecteristen aot rm ep ARTHUS G. SLIPP 
Lancaster (Grant) Bushnell, Watkins & Moses 6. e of Nova Scotia an e Peo- 
A. R. Bushnell, R. A. Watkins, H. L. Moses. ple’s Bank of Nova Scotia. MONTREAL (Montreal) 
xpi MARTIN HONAN, 12 Place d'armes. Refers to Peo. 


Moncton (Westmoreland) Atkinson 
St. John* (St. John)... WELDON. & McLEAN es k of Halifax, Quebec, and Garand & 
Solicitors in New Brunswick for The Bank of erroux, ape, Nentoedl, Henry 
ontreal, ap actiic Liw ea Co., Dominion proprietor 
Express Co., Pullman Palace Car Corp., ‘Alexander | Quebec" (Quebec Dist.} .....Caron, Pentland & Stuart 
Gi & Sons (Ltd), Guardian Assurance Co., 
The Shore Line Railway Co.. New Brunswick 


ty. Railway Co., &c. 
meets with prompt attention. posi y 
carefully taken. Coilections prom > OL Gegten Khreee.. W. C. H. Grimmer 
Detevenses: Out kosh banks. ( 3 to the Bank of Nova Scotia. MEXICO. 
New London (Wau «<----Thorn & Holmes | Woodstock* (Carleton Fisher & A. B. Connell | MEXICO 
Refer to First ial stional Bank. Refer to Bank of Nova Scotia and People’s Bank i. &. nr Suze sol atarateee 


Oconto* (Oconto -.eeeeee. Morrow & Krugmeier of Halifax. P. U. 


Refer to Citisens’ National Bank, Green Bay, Wis. law win ihe courts of Mexico and U . 


Oshkosh* (Winnebag») NEW FOUNDLAND. business ~~ Ue tent and mining la — 
PHILLIPS & HICKS. Commercial litigation St. Johns (St. Johns)..................Kent & Howley of tithes. ah eet 


collections our specialty Redes to ¥-  ® Surety Bank, Banco 

\e lections Nacional and U.s. Consul. 
NORTH — nammatas 

Calgary* (Alberta) 

I 

Telegraphic orders carefully and prom Whitewood (Saskatchewan) -... . MacLean ENCLAND. 

tended iy taken care Medd a rehab’ LONDON (Middlesex) 

uney. ‘any i ne oy eee “tee Jue. 1 Burke ae 1 Bow Saree. Lincolns Inn 

cnomet 4 holesale house NOVA — & Mores Passage (opp. Law Courtey Carey st. 


Hume & Oellerich, 118 Main st. 








wecess-eees-.8end to Lunen! . 
HALIFAX* iis FRANCE. 
Ritchie & Chisholm. Attorneys for Bank | PARIS. 
of Nova Scotia. AaarEn® qoenene. French Attorney. Avoue 16 
»_ Levi HARRIS, HENRY & CAHAN. (Richard C. Weldon, Vendome. Author of Treatise 
lorgan, D.C-L., Pb-D.. QC., Counsel Robt. E. Harris, 
¢ C.; William A: enry, ‘LLB; Chai les 
Cahan, L.L.B.) Sotiaitors in Canada for 
ational the Im War Department and Adeaiealay ; 
R. Co. and tira for the Merchants and Union 
fartin. Banks of Halifax. Commercial, marine and 
i admiralty ; notaries. 
Ch aya sloy. Here to Halifax Banking Co, of YOKOHAMA. 
Ne WYOMING which I am local solici GEORGE H. SCIOMORE, Counsellor at Law 
feaks.. Basin City* (Big Horn) : Charles W. Lane. Rebate erates eas 
_— Boffalo” (Yoknaen). . +43 of the Merchants’ Bank of Halifax. iitiitn dete 
7 -C. Mahone Bay (Lunenburg) Send to Lunenbarg 
orman G Picton) ....Fraeser, Jennison & Graham 
“ae Bank of Hora Scotia. : - Every Issue of 
pencer 





z 
3 


Parrsboro (Cumberland)....... .....- -.---.C. ; > 
Springhill (Cumberiand) 8 aele | 4 The Office Magazine, » 


A. 0. KITTREDGE, F. 1. A., C. P. A., Editor, 


ers to Mercantile a, St. se Lous, fo, < — “: Layton contains information on office 
and r satree 0 Kansas Cit } icton coos 
heridan) th). eo topics 


— renee — ny Ro as i 
Sundance (Crook M Rime Worth Many Times 


—. - 4 (Sweetwater) ...G. W. Shutter- 


of Yarmouth. 


se EPEEaE 


. (Simeoeawecee--------scrs- Douala! @ tS Price Per Year. 
een PORTO RICO. ye ve ------ William Hi It publishes only practical articles 


J. ; - : 
A. F. ODLIN, Member of Bar of U. 8. Supreme tor Can on practical subjects by practical 
Court. Refers to any bank in Orlando or pave oe Trancio toe business men. 


wees MacORAKEN, HENDERSON & McGIVERIN. R-. ~ Sample Copy Free. 


Supreme Court and De Issued month subscription $1 a year. 

CANADA. pe Fae Toe. Refer to Bank of Ottawa Adv ng rates on application. 

McLAURIN & MILLAR (G. McLaurin, LL.B.; Hal 
BRITISH COLUMBIA. dane Millar), 19 Elgin st. Barristers, solicitors, ACCOUNTICS ASSOCIATION, Publishers. 

Cranbrook (Kootenay)...... Uiédeowedne Notaries, eto. References: Bank rt 22 Lancashire Building, New York City. 

Greenwood Uootenay) Nelson } R. 8. 

Napaimo (Nanaimo St. 00) a a oe 


%. 
= 
3 
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NOW READY! 


JOST COMPREHENSIVE, 
~ THE LAW OF JURISDICTION, 


AND ITS NUMEROUS BRANCHES 


INCLUDING 


Excess of Jurisdiction--Concurrent Leese merce by oe ee of Constitutional 
Rights —- Impeachment of Judgments and Decrees -- 
Witnesses -- Privileged Communications -- Hatewe 


Mandamus - 


- Prohibition -- Quo Warranto 
for Judicial Acts. 


or of 


"Corps Cetra 


By Hon. W. F. BAILEY, 


Author of “ Master’s Liability,” ‘“‘Personal Injuries, ” Etc., Ete. 
Two Volumes, best law book style, price, $12.00. 


T. H. FLOOD & CO., Publishers, 179 Monroe Street, Chicago, Ill. 








LAWS OF OUR’ EW POSSESSIONS. 


THE PHILIPPINES, PUERTO RICO, ALSO OF CUBA, MEXICO, ETC. 
THE CIVIL LAW IN SPAIN AND SPANISH-AMERICA, 





INCLUDING 


Cuba, Puerto Rico, and the Philippines, and the Modern Spanish Civil Code, 


ANNOTATED AND WITH REFERENCES TO 


THE CIVIL CODES OF MEXICO, CENTRAL AND SOUTH AMERICA. 
A HISTORY OF ALL THE SPANISH CODES FROM THE EARLIEST TIMES TO THE TWENTIETH CENTURY. 
The Spanish, Mexican, Cuban and Puerto Rican Autonomical Constitations and Commercial Codes, Laws of the Indies, ete. 


By CLIFFORD STEVENS WALTON, 


Doctorando de la Universidad de Madrid, Spain. Licentiate of the University of Havana. Member of D. C. and U. 8. Supreme Court Bars. 


8 vo. LAW SHEEP, $6.25, DELIVERED. 


Associate, Institut de Droit Internacional, ete. 


FOR SALE BY 


WASHINGTON, D. C. 


W. H. LOWDERMILK & CO., 1424-6 F St., Washington, D. C. 








RELIABLE ATTORNEYS. 


eens 


ILLINOIS. 


JOSIAH CRATTY, 


Attorney at Law, 


Fleer 13 Security Bidg. 
Cor. Madison Street and Fifth Avenue. 
Cerporation and Commercial Law and Col- 
lections a Specialty. 

Depositions taken before ALICE MANNING, 
Notary Public, Room 18(8 Security Bldg, 188 Madison st. 


ANY EVERY 


_ WHERE COLLECTIONS WHERE 
vest THE CREDITORS’ AGENCY ‘exe 


CHICAGO, ILL. 

enn ny ety, sv elient mat banks in United Bt States and 

gases? goes W. Goounax, Counsel. ‘T, C. ESTEE, 
MISSISSIPPI. 

CAAS. SCOTT & £. H. WOODS, 
Attorneys at Law, 


ROSEDALE, Bolivar Ce. MISSISSIPPI. 


Refer to Memphis National Bank, Memphis, Tenn. ; 
“anover National Bank, New York City, Supreme 
“ourt Judges of Mississippi 








CHICAGO. 




















euaens E. eg F St. 
W., Washington, 


Con 

sulting Hxpert in Patent Mat 
a. hen consulted abou 
eae write me. Highest 
teferences. 








NEW YORK. 





POWELL & CADY, 
Attorneys & Counselors, 


206 Broadway, 
67 St. James Place, Brooklyn, N.Y. City. 


Practice in State and Federal Courts. 





NEW YORK. 











Corporations. 





A complete digest of 
American corporation 
cases is given in vol. 12 
Century Digest. The 
only complete reference 


book on the subject. 


West Publishing Co., 
St. Paul, Minn. 
©2750 








The 
Counsellors’ 


Bureau, 


No. 52 William Street, 
NEW YORK. 


TELEPHONE—“1791 JOHN.” 


CLARENCE McKENZIE, Manager. 
GEO. W. aeivamawr a Senior Counsel 


Prepares Briefs 6&4 of Argument and 
Memoranda of Authorities for any State. 
Acts as Resident Counsel to Foreign 


Attorneys, etc. 


Correspondence Solicited. 


Fees moderate and will be stated in 
advance if requested, upon Statement of 
Facts being furnished, order to be con- 
tingent upon acceptance of terms. 


Corporation Work a Specialty. 


References: 


Taz AmeRicaN Lawyer, 29 Murray Street, New York. 


How. D. D. Wurryey, Pp William Surect, New York. 
Onanuan W. Weeeens. Pie Dace teS 
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